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of Allied Jations, but we are investigating the charges against the main German 
war criminals, and such an endeavor on the part of the Defendant is an attempt 


by Defense Counsel to divert the attention of the Tribunal from the issues 


I therefore propose that we reject this question not relevant. 
ae 


(Consultation between members of the Tribunal, en banc.) 


THE PRESIDENT: Dre Seidl, you may ask the questions. 





ae 0. 


Qe Ambassadour Gauss stated, under Noe 13 of his affidavits 

$ 

"The R.ich Foreign Minister's airplane arrived around noon of the 3lst of 
Augast st Moscow. I had accompanied him to advise on legal matters. On the 
afternoon of the same day Ribbentrop spoke with Stalin, at which time only 
Ambassador Hilger, as interpreter, and perhaps Ambassador Schulenburg were 
present as the Gorman delegation. I was not present. 

"The Reich Foveien Minister returned from this long conference and stated 
that the treaty wanted by the Germans would be brought about. Further dis- 
cussion of th: documents about to be signed was sect for the late evening. I 
personally took part in the second conference. So also did Ambassador 
Schulenburg an Ambe lor Hilge On the Russian side the negotintions were 
conducte? by Stalin and Mo whose interpreter was Pavlove Without 
difficulty and with aity, we reached an agrecment on the text of this 
G.rmoueRissian Noneageression Pacte 

"In the rreamble of the text of the agreement that I drew up there was 
rather a lone ctatement regarding friendship between Russia and Germany, to 

with the remark that the Soviet Government, after it had 
subjected to insult by the Nazi government for six years, could not make 
between Soviet Russia and 
Germanye That prssese in the pre shhereunon delete 

"Along with the Noneageression Pr t, discussion took place about a sec 
protocol, which, as I reonll, wns called a secret protocol or secret additional 
protocol, the terms of which dealt with a limitation of the two spheres of 
interest in which various “uropean countries were considered. “hether the 
expression "sphere ef interest" or other such expressions were used thercin, I 
do not recall. Germmy declared that it had no interest in Latvia or Esthonia 
but did consider Lithuania to be part of its sphere of influence. 


"Concerning Germany's intcrest in the other two Baltic countrics, this 


can be said; The Reich Foreign Minister wanted to except a certain part of the 
Baltic from agreement, but the Sovict government, particularly since it was 


interested in the ice-free ports in this region, was not agreeable to this 


exceptione 


A 
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"Secause of this point, which had already been discussed in Ribbentrop's 


irst discussion, Ribbentrop had a telephone conversation with Berlin, which 
tock place only during the second discussion, in which he was empowered, in 
direct conversation with Hitler, to accept the Soviet standpointe A demarca- 
tion line was laid down for the Polish territory. Whether it was drawn on a mar 
annexed to the protocol or whether it was sinply described in words, I do not 
now recalle Moreover, in regard to Poland, an agreement wis reached that the 
two powers, at the final decision of these questions, would act in concord. It 
is, however, possible that this last agreement regarding Poland was reached 
only after the change forescen in Paragravh 5 of the protocols 


"Regarding the Baltic countries, it was determined that Germany had only 


economic intcrests theres 
"The Non-azgression Pact and the second document were signed rather late 
same evening," 
sworn affic of Gauss, this is to be found: that at 
cgarding Poland, the two countries would act with each 
sached already o Aureus t? 
that time the serious German-Polish crisis was 
alreacy at J hi uestion was discussed, and I should like to emphasize 
that there was not the slightest doubt in either Stalin's or Hitler's mind that 
if all the negotiations with Poland came to naught the territory that had been 
taken from these two powers by force of arms would be reunited with the two 
rs by force of arms in this,sense, the eastern tcrritorics would be turned 
r to Germanys It was also agreed that Stalin would never accuse Germany 
aggression because of i acticns in Poland, 
inother mes 
Ae Rather, if an aggression was spoken of here, this would be spoken of ir 
beth cases an? that both partics would be spoken of as guilty of ite 
Vas the tomarention lino in this secret agreement Cescribod only in 
werds or was it drawn on a map annexed to the arrecment? 
Ae The line of demarcation was drawn roughly on a large mape It ran along 
the Rivers Rysia, Bug, Marow, and n, and that was the line of demarcation 
that was to be achered to in case things reached 
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the voint of war with Poland. 
on the 
agreencer.t, not Germany, put Soviet 
ainount of territory? 
now the exact proportions, but, 


That all regions east of these rivers 


ta, and all west of these were to be occupied by German troops . 


~ 


Ths orgerization of this territory as intended by Germany still lay ope 
and had not yet been discussed by Hitler and me, It later became the 
General Government of Poland after the regions lost to Germany following 


the first yvorld war incorporated into Germany. 


Q Now, something else: ted | hat you wanted 


Russia to join in tije 
because of Russian demands. The Russian demands-— 
first that I had agreed with holotov in Berli 
diplomatic channels, I would 


See to it that regarding the demands already 


mprowise agreement of some sort could be 


Then Schulenburg sent us = pc vom Moscow and informed us of the 


A y 


Russian demands, In this report, first le demandswas renewed for Finland 
as Known, told Molotov that he did Wis na after the 
ar of 19/0, up in the north there war should break out anew. 
mand regarding Finland was brought up again, and we supposed that 
would lead to an occupation of Finland That was difficvit, since it was 
a demand that the Fuen had already turned down, 


A second demand concerned the Balkans, specifically, Bulgaria. Russia 
wanted basis there and close relations with Bu garia The Bulgarian 
Governnent, with which we had close relation: iid not wish this, 


= 


Moreover, it was for both the Fuehrer and Mussolini a difficult 
question to mest these Russian demands because of our economic interest 
in wheat, oil, and so on, Loreover, the will of the Bulgarian governmnet 
was against it. 


T here wes then, thirdly, the demandsof the Russ an 
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At that time I discussed those demands and wishes very exhaustively with 
Fuchrere The Fuehrer said we would have to get in touch with Mussolini, 
was interested also in a part of these demands. This took place, but both 
Balkan demand and the Dardenelles demand found no reception by Mussolini. 
He montioned also the fact that Bulgaria did not want these things either, 
on the questi-n of Finland, neither Finland nor the Fuehrer wanted to 
agree to these demands on the part of Russige 

Negotiations took place during several months. I recall that on the basis 
of a telogram from Moscow in December 1940 I had another long conversation 
with the Fuchrer. It was my idea that if we could reach some compromise 
between the Russian wishes and the wishes of the various participants, we 
could thon reach such à strong coalition that would finally bring England to 
PEIACCe 

THE PRESIDENT: What is this all an answer to? What was your question 

thnt this is supposed to be an answer to? 

DR. SEIDL: In essence he has answored the question already. The questior 

was, what circumstances =-=- 

TNE PRESIDENT: (Intcrposing) Dr. Seidl, if he has answered the question 


you should step him. 


I now come to another estion hat intentions did Hitler have in 
regard to the military 
Adolf Hitler told me once and expressed himself so -- this was during 
time that he became worried about what was taking place in Russia in the 
way of preparations against Cermanye > said, "We of course do not know what 
is concealed behind this door, and we may one day be obliged to break this 
door opene" 
This and other statements that the Fuchrer made at this time drove me to 
state to him that on the basis of what he knew about Russia already it should 
cause him grent concern about attacking Russia. 


Qe What induced Hitler to run this danger of an offensive action against 
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Ae This was as follows:-- 


TEE PRESIDE (Interposing) Hasn't this been dealt with extensively 
and exhaustively by the defendant Goering? You are here as counsel for Hess. 
DR. SEIDL; If the Tribunal is of the conviction thet this has already 
been adequately handled, I have no further questionse 
THE PRESIDENT: Before you sit down, Dr. Seidl, you were putting Gauss’ 


I suppose with the intention that he should say 


ght? 


1 didn't put to him paragraph 4 of the affidavit at all, 


only number 3, numbers 1 and 2; 4 and 5 I did not 


MID PTA Dry 
LBs £ 


Fi ESIDENT: answer to my question was, yes, you did not put ite 


Should you not put the end of paragraph 4 to him, which reads in this ways 


D2 


"The Reich Foreign Minister regulated his words in such a manner that he 


lot a war-like conflict of Germany with Poland appear not as a matter already 
finally decided upon but only as an imminent possibility. No statements which 
could have included the approval or encouragement for such a conflict were mad: 
by the Soviet statesmen on this pointe Rather the Soviet representatives 
limited themselves in this respect simply to taking cognizance >f the explana- 


tions of the German rerresentativese" 


that correct? 


PRESIDENT: I am asking the witnesse Is that correct? 


I may say the following to thi When I went to Moscow no 


D 


by the Fuehrer -- 


PRESIDENT: (Interposing) ell, couldn't you answer the question 


directly? I asked you whether the statement in the affidavit was correct or 
note You can explain afterwardse 


WITNESS: Not quite correct, noe 


PRESIDENT: Now you can explaine 
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THE WITNESS: Not precisely correct insofar as a decision on the part of 
the Fuchrer to attack Poland had not yet been rcached. There is, however, no 
doubt that during the discussions in Moscow it was perfectly clear that the 
possibility, if the last effort at negotiations failed, could be taken at any 
timce 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, what is the difference between that and what I have 
just read to you? what I read to you was this: 

Foreign Minister regulated his words in such a manner that he 
let a warelike conflict of Germany with Poland appear not as a matter already 
finally decided upon but only as an imminent possibility. " 

I shoul have thought your explanation was exactly the same as thate 
That's alle 

SEIDL; Mr. President, may I mmtirn something very beicfly in this 
connecti» ? The witness Fauss was only present at the second conferences He 
was, however, not present at the previous conference between the witness von 
Ribbentrop on the one hand and Molotov and Stalin on the other hand. At this 
conference only Ambassador Hilger was present. Consequently, I ask the Tribuna 
in vicw of the importance of this point, to call the witness Hilger 

THE PRESIDENT: Dre Seidl, as you know, you can måke any application in 

calling any witness that you like, and also the Tribunal wishes 
to say that if the Prosecution wish to have the witness Gauss here for a 
gss. examination they may <0 S0e 

DR. SEIDL: Very well, Then I should like to put in evidence as Number 

the sworn affidavit of Ambassador G&usse 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, certainlye 

May it please the Court, as far as I uncerstand, there is some 
slight danger nf the witness Gauss being removed from Nurnberge I would like 
to state at this time that we would like to have him retained here for long 
enough time for possible cross cxaminatione 

Verv welle 


Do any other members of the defendants' counsel want to ask questions? 
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BY DR. NELTE (Counsel for Keitel): 

Qe The defendant Keitel states that in the autumn of 1940 he discussed 
the question with Hitler of war with Russia, and in order to do so came to 
Fuschl to talk these questi-ns over with youe He believed that you too had 
doubts about this. Do you recall thet at the end of August he was in Fuschl? 

Ae Yes, he visited me theroe 

Qe Do you recall that Keitel then stated to you his opinion of the war 

might be threatening? 

Ae Yes, that is soe He spoke of that at that time. I believe he said 

the Fuchrer also discussed ite 

Qe Ahat I am driving at is this, Keitel states that ho spoke with you 
about a memorandum that he intended to submit to Hitler, and this concerned 
itself with the doubts that he felt about waging a was with Soviet Russias 

Ae That is soe Keitel told me at that time that he intended to submit a 
memorandum to Hitler, and he expressed his doubts abut a conflict between the 
Soviet Union and Germanye 

Qe Did you have the impression that Keitel was an opponent of that war 
at that 

that is soe I hac that impression very clearly. 
true that he s a result of this discussion, asked you in your 
support his point of view by talking with Hitler about these d-ubts? 
Yes, that is so, and I told him at that time that I would do so, that 
I would speak to Hitler, and he also would 2o the same. 

Qe nother question, regarding the flight of the French General Giraud. 
Is it true that Keitel, when the French General Giraud escaped from Koenigsteir 
asked you to take measures in order to bring about, through the French Governe 
ment, the voluntary return of Giraud to Germany? 

Ae es, at that time he suggested whether or not it might be possible, 
by way of negotiations with the French Government, in some way or other to 


induce Giraud to return to imprisonment. 
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Q Did it then happen, through the mediation of Ambassador Abetz, that 
a meeting took place with Giraud in occupied France? 

A Yes, such a meeting took place. I believe Amabssador Abetz met Gi- 
raud, who, as I recall, appeared in the company of Laval. The Ambassador did 
everything he could in order to induce the General to return, but that finally 
did not succeed, He was promised safe conduct for this return. However, then 
Laval and the General went away again, 

Q The prosecution has submitted an order, the object of which was the 
branding of Soviet prisoners of war by marking on their skin, Keitel, who is 
asserted to be responsible for this order, states that he spoke with you about 
these questions at the headquarters at that time in Vinnitza, that he had to 
speak with you because this question of prisoners of war had touched the in- 
ternational law department of the Foreign Office, 

Do you recall that in this connection Keiter asked you whether there were 
international law scruples against this branding which Hitler wished? 

A The situation was this, We heard of the intention of identifying 
prisoners of war in this way, We went to the headquarters and spoke with Kei-~ 
tel about this matter. It was my opinion that such a way of identifying pri- 
Soners was out of the question, Keiter was also of this opinion and, so far 
as I recall, gave orders that this intended form of identification should not 
be usede 

I have no further question, 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER (counsel for defendant Doenitz): 

Q Witness, when did you make the acquaintance of Admiral Doenitz? 

A I made his acquaintance after he was appointed in the High Command 
of the Navy. 

Q That was in 1943? 

A I believe so, 

Q Either before or after this time, did Doenitz have any practical 
influence on foreign policy or attempt to have such an influence? 

A I never heard that Doenitz made any effort to exert any influence 
on foreign policy, 


Q Do you recall Marshal Antonescu's visit to the Fuehrer's headquar= 
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ters on the 27th of February 19); ? 

A I recall that Antonescu visited the Fuehrer'severdlutimess every> 
six months or so, and I believe that at the beginning of 19h); he did visit 
the Fuehrer, 

Q Do you recall whether Antonescu then took part, as guest, in the 
military discussion? 

A I believe that was certainly so, because the situation vas usually 
this, When Antonescu came, the Fuechrer explained the military situation to hir 
that is, he invited him to take part in the so-called noon nilitary discussio 
of the situation, I don't recall the exact date now, but there can be no 
doubt that Marshal Antonescu took part in a military discussion of the situa- 
tione 

Q Besides military discussions were there also discussions of a poli- 
tical nature with Antonescu? 

These discussions begas as follows: Either the Fuehrer was alone 
with him, or perhaps I was there, Then the others withdrew, and the Fuehrer 
and he had a long political 

Q Did Doenitz ‘take çp in these political discussions ? 

A Certainly not, because the Iuchrer seldom had the military men at 
these political discussions with Antonescu, Sometimes, very occasionally, that 
was the case, but that Admiral Doenitz took part in a discussion with Antonesc 
I can hardly believe, 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: I have no further questions, 

BY DR. SIENERS (counsel for defendant Raeder): 

Q Witness, the prosecution put in, as evidence, a document concerning 
a discussion between you and the Japanese Ambassador Matsuoka, The document 
carries the number 1877-PS, and the number USA Exhibit 152. It is on page 
1007 of the German court record, 

The prosecution cited a part of this document and, among other things, th 
following passage concerning Raeder: 

"The Reich Foreign ilinister returned once more to the Question of Singa- 
pore. In view of the Japanese fears of submarine attacks from the Philippines 


and the interference of the English Mediterranean and home fleet, he spoke 
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once more with General Admiral Raeder, Raeder said to him that the English 
fleets in this year were so busy in British home waters and in the Mediterra- 
nean that they could not spare one single boat for the Far East, The American 
submarines Admiral Raeder considered so bad that Japan did not have to worry 
about them," 

Witness, as Raeder clearly remembers, you, as Foreign Minister, never 
proke with him about strategic matters regarding Japan, or about the value or 
usclessness of American submarines. I should be obliged you if you could 
clarify this point, whether there is some error here as the person invol- 
ved in this discussion. 

A That is altogether possible, I do not now recall cither that I 
ever spoke with Admiral Racder about German-Japanese strategy. We had only 
very loose connections with Japan, 

If I, at that time, said to Matsuoka what you have there quoted, I must 
have had that from the Fuchrer, and he must have induced me to say that. I 
could not have said it on my own initiative, because I did not know about thos 
things, However, I do know that the Fuchrer spoke to me several times about 
points relating to Japan, so it is possible that this originated with the 
Fuchrer, I do not know who has testificd to this. 

Q This document carries the title, "Notes on conference between the 
Foreign ifinister and Matsuoka," 

Oh, Yes, I have seen that. Then it is possible that the Fuehrer 
said that, in fact, I consider that probable, and it can be that some mistake 


was made in the notes, 
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Qe Vitness, did you inform the defendant Raeder of such political dis- 
cussions that you had with Matsuoka? 

Ae No, that is not possible. 

Qe Did you ever speak with Raeder about other political questions or have 
him present at political negotiations? 

Ae No, that was not our practice at all. Rather, the Fuchrer kept 
military ond political matters strictly separate so that a military man never 
had an opnortunity, through me, to discuss political matters, and I, as Foreign 
Minister, never had an opportunity to discuss military matters at my office. 

If therc were discussions, they took place at the Fuehrer's headquarters. 
These matters were very sharply separated. If such discussions took place at 
all =- and at the moment I can't remember any -- then they were always at the 
Fuchrer's, 

Re SIEMERS: I thank you. 
BY DR. LATERNSER (Counsel for the General Staff and the OKY): 

Qe Witness, Baron Steengracht, whom you had as a witness, answered my 
question as to whether the high military men were informed of political matters 
in the negative. I ask you now whether you, as Foreign Minister, oriented the 
high military men in political matters. 

Ae No, I must anwer the question as I answered the previous question. 
That was not our practice. All tho political anc military matters came in con- 
tact only at the Fuchrer’s. The Fuchrer tol me what I had to do ina dip- 
lomatic m1 political field, and told the military men what they had to do 
militarily. 

Orientation on my part in military matters happened only via the Fuehrer, 
but it happened only Seldom, and what the military men hac to know of a politica 
nature they never found sut from me, but if they found it out at all, they 
foung it out from the Fuchrer, 

DR. LATERNSER? No further questi nse 
BY DR. BOEHM (Counsel for the SA): 

Qe Witness, did you have an order, on the basis of which you informed the 


SA leadership of the development and treatment of foreign political mtters? 
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The SA? Noe There was no such order. 
Did the SA leadership have any influence on foreign policy t all? 
Noe 
And then I should like to ask another question for my colleague Dr. 
Sauter who is sick. 
In 1943, were you witness at a conversation between Hitler and Himmler 
in which von Schirach was discussed ond the question of accusing him before 
the Volksgericht wns brought up? 
Ae Yese 
Qe hat consequences would such a trial before the Volksgericht have had? 
ñe I cannot say, of coursee I do not know the details of this matter. I 
only know that Himmler, in my presence, made the suggestion to Hitler that 
Schirach should be brought before the Volksgericht for some reason or other, 
I don't know the detailse However, I, in my turn, said that this would make a 
very bac impression, porticularly in a foreign political way, and I know that 
the Fuehrer then dic not give Himmler any orcer at all. 
what consequences that would have hac I cannot 
make such a suggestion, the consequences would have en very serious, 
: you were witness to this cny se, CNA whit was your 
attituce at i 
wousc make a very 
bac impressior. f Nae Ate S “nrler and Site T am uot iasiliar with 


these matter: 


THE PRESIDENT: ny oO c -ns on behalf of the defendants' 

counsel? 
ROSS EXAMINAT 
* 

BY SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYF?: 

Qe itness, when you began to advise Hitler on matters of foreign policy 
in 1935, wore you familiar with the League of Nations’ declaration of 1927? 

Ae To which declaration are you making reference? 


Qe Yon't you remember the League of Nations! declaration of 1937? 
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Ae The League of Nations made many declarations. I ask you to inform me 


of which you are talking, 


Qe It made rather an important one, about aggressive war in 1927, didn't 


A. I do not know about such a declaration in detail, but it is clear that 
the League of Nations, like everyone else, was against aggressive war, and at 
that time Germany was a member of the Lengue of Nations, 

Qe Germany was a member, and the preamble of the declaration wns: 

"Being convinced that a war of aggression would never serve as a means of 
settling international disputes, and is in consequence an international crime.. 

lere you familiar with that when you es. 
(Interposing) Not in detail, noe 

Qe It was rather an important matter to be familiar with if you were goin, 
to advise Hitler, who was then Chancellor, on foreign policy, wasn't it? 

Ae This Jeclaration was certainly important, anc it corresponds exactly 
to my opinion st that time, Unfortunately, the individual people demonstrated 
thet the League of Nations wag not in a position to save Germany from disgrace. 

Qe Did you continue to hold that as ycur own view? Did you continue to 
hold the expression of opinion I have quoted to you from the preamble as your 
own view? 

Ae That was my basic opinion, but on the other hand I was of the opinion 
that in some form or other Germany also hat to be helped. 

Now, apart from that. ir you weren't familiar in 
detail with th.t resolution, wore you familiar in detail with the Briand. 
Kellog Pact? 

Ae Yes, I knew about that, 

Qe Did you agree with the view expressed in the preamble and in the pact 
that there should be a renunciation of war as an instrument of national policy? 

Ag Yes, 

Qe I just want you to help us on how you carried that oute Let's take 


the first example. Are you telling this Tribunal that as far as you know, no 


pressure or threats were made to Herr von Schuschnigg? 
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Ae You mean in the discussions on the Obersalzborg with Hitler? 
Qe Yes, on the 12th of Februarye 
Ae At this discussion ee 
Qe (Interposing) Witness, answer the guestinn first, and then you can 
your explanatione Are you saying that no pressure or threnatswere put to 
von Schuschnigg on the 12th of February? Answer that yes or no, and we 
go into the explanation latere 
Ae In that sense, noe I belicvs that the preat personality of the Fuchre 
made such an impression of Schuschnigz, and tho arruments that he presented, 
that Schuschnigg finally declared himself agrecable to the proposals that 
Hitler mate to hime 
Qe Now, let's just look into thate 
personally, after the first talk with A@olf Hitler, had a eonversa- 
tion with Schuschnigg from which I could perceive his reaction to the first 
conferences This reaction was that of having received a vast impressicn from 
Hitler's personality and attitude. Schuschnigg, in this conversation, 
emphasized to me that this conversation with Hitler tock place in a very friend, 
ly way and that he, anc I quote him, regarded this as a historical occasion by 
which the two people should be brought closer together o 
Q. iho were present at the Berghof =-=- I con't say in the room, but in 
the building or about? Were there prescnt Hitler, yourself, the defendant von 
Paper, the defendant Keitel, Gencral Sperrle, and General von Reichenau? 
Ae I believe that is so, 
An’ on the morning of the 12th, I think that Hitler and von Schuschnig 
together for about two hours before lunch in the morning, isn't thrt so? 
preciscly. Anyway, they had a long conversation. 
and then, after lunch, von Schuschnigg was allowed to have a 
conversation with his own Foreign Minister, Guido Schmidt, isn't that 
Ae I can't say that precisely, but it is possible. 
Qe Then, after that, con hnigg and Gui Schmidt were called before 
you and the defendant von Papen, isn't that right? 


Ase I don't remember thet, I don't believe Ste 
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Qe Don't you remember that? Just think again. 

Ae Do you mean =-=- then I didn't understand the questirn, perhaps 

Qe Then I'll put it again. After a conversation that Schuschnigg had wit} 
Guido Schmidt, he and Schmidt c:me before you and the defendant von Papen and 
had a conversation with you, about which I will ask you in a momente 


Now, isn't it right that you and von Papen saw von Schuschnigg and Guido 


No, I don't believe soe I don't believe that is truce 
Qe Don't you remember exhibiting to von Schuschnigg a typewritten raft 
containing the demands made on von Schuschnigg? Now, just thinke 
is altogether possible. Hitler had dictated a memorandum, and it 
is possible that I gave it to Schuschnigg, yes, but I am not sure any more of 
the cetails. 
‘hat memorandum -e 

lie (Interposing ) Let me add that I do not know about this and I must ad 
for the better understanding of the thing that at this time I was not at all 
oriented regarding Austrian problems because Hitler han2led 
personally, and I, for a few days ==- 

Qe (Interposing) If you hand someone a memorsn?um at what you have 
Gescribed him as saying was 2 historic meeting, presumably you can give the 
Tribimal at any rate an outline of what the memorandum ecntained. ‘hat were th 
points in the memorandum? 

Ae Curiously enough, I really 2o not remember that in deta This whol: 
meeting was one between the Fuchrer and Schuschnigc, and everything that was 
agreed to there was suggested to the Fuchrer by someone else, or was sugsested 
by the Fuehrer himself ond then dictated. I Cid not know the details. I only 
know that it was a questi-n then, first of all, of bringing nbout better 
relations between Germany and Austria, because Naticnal Socialists had becn 

od in Austria an2 thus the relations between the two countries had been 
greatly troubled. 

Qe Well, if I remind you, perhaps, it will bring it backe Weren't the 
three points the reorganization of the Austrian cabinet, including the 
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appointment of the defendant SeysseInquart to the Ministry of Security in the 
Interiors second, a general political amnesty of Nazis convicted of crimes; 
thridly, a declaration of equal rights for Austrian National Socialists and the 
aking of them into the Fatherlend Front? Are these the points that you wore 
putting to von Schuschnige? 

Ae That is more or less correct, I guess, although I Jon't remember 
exactly. That would correspond to what I knew about Austrian matters at that 
timce 

Qe And did you tell von Schuschnigg that Hitler had informed you that 
these cemands which you were offering were the final demands of the Fuehrer and 
that Hitler was not prepared to 

I can't recall it in exactly those terms, but that is possible. It is 
possible that I told Schuschnigg something to that effect. 

Qe Did you say, "You must accept the whole of these demands"? 

Ae No, I don't believe soe I exercised no pressure on Schuschnigg at all 
I know that this conversation lasted from an hour to an hour and a half and 
was confined to generalities and also personal matters. From this conversation 
I had a very favorable impression of Schuschnig¢'s personality and could not 
have exercised any pressure on him, 

Qs You told us that before, and I am suggesting to you that at this con- 
versation you were trying to get Schuschnigg to sign the document containing 
these terms which you agroe that you may have hade I want you to remember the 
answer and remind you of thate 

Don'+ you remember Herr von Schuschnigg turning to the defendant von 
Paper anl saying, "Now, you told me that I wouldn't be confronted with any 
demonds if I came to Berchtesgaden," and Herr von Papen apologizing and saying, 
"That is soe I didn't know you were going to be confronted with these temands.! 


Dont you remember that? 
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No, I don't. Also, that cannot be true. 

We will just see. 

Do you remember von Schuschnigg being called back to speak to 
again and Guido Schmidt remaining with you to make some alterations 
document which you were putting? 

That is quite possible, that changes were madee I don?t remember 

the details, thoughe 

y But did you hear that in this second conversation with Hitler, 
Hitler telling Schuschnigg that he must comply with these demands within 
three days? 

A No, I have heard that for the first time today, 

Just be a little carcful Ucfore you say you have heard anything 
for the first time today, because in a moment I will show you some document. 

Are you sure you didn’t heer that Hitler told Schuschnigg he mst 
comply within three cays or Hitler would order the march into Austria? 

I consider thet to be cut of the questicn. 

If he had saic that you rill agree thot that would be the heaviest 
military and political pressure? There could be no other pressure than 
sugeesting marching into Austria, could there? 

A In view of th: situation that existed between the two countries 
at that time, that would have been a pressure, certainly, but in the long 
rum it would have been impossible to find any solution between thesc two 
countricsif they had not come closer together, and I, I should like to em 
phasize, always stood on the view that these countries should enter into 
close relations, and I had in mind a customs union. 

Let us come back to this interview whioh I əm putting back to you 
that took place cn the 12th of Februarye Don't you know that Schuschnize sai 
"I am only the Bundeskanzlere I have to refer to President Niklas, and 
I can only sim this protocol subject to reference to President Miklas?" 
Don't you know that? 

A No, I con't remember that in detail. 

Don't you remember Hitler pointing to the coor and calling Keiteh? 

A No; I have already heard about that here. 
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You know it is true, don't you? 
I heard about tr.t here for the first time. 
You know it is truce, don't you? 
No, I don'te 
Don't you remember Keitel going in to speak to Hitler? 


I have already said I haventt heard abut thate I con't know about 


Do you know that von Schuschnigg signed this document on the cone 
dition that within three days these demands weuld be fulfilled, otherwise 
Germany would march inte Austria? 

: No, that I didn't knowe 
SIR DAVID MAXV.ELL FYFE: I think it would be convenient if the witness 


had the German document book in front of hime I tried to cet mst of the 


Sir David, perhaps this would be a good time to break 


(à recess was taken). 
BY SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 

Witness, will y-u look first, at the defendant Jocl's ciary, the 
entry for the 13th of February, it is the Ribbentrop document book page 9, 
UeS. 72, 1780-PS. The entry is as follows: 

"In the afternoon General Ke"-=that is Seitele="asks Admiral C,"-- 
that is Admiral Conaris--"and myself to come to his apartment. He tells us 
that the Fuchrer's order is to the cffect that military pressure by 
shanming military action should be kept up until the 15the Proposals for 
these deceptive : maneuvers are drafted and submitted to the Fuehrer by 
telephone for approval." 

You were suz.csting on Friday that the defendant Jocl had got 
hold cf rumors or gossip, is it? That is a definite order, a superior 
order to General Keitel, isn't it? 

I don't know anything about any military measures, so that I 
coulcn't pass any juccement about the value of this notee The Fuehrer 

did not inform me about any military measures. 
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part handling the document, and that Hitler never said a word to you about 
what he was arranging with the defendant Keitel, wh: was also there? 

That is corrects 

Well, now, just lock at the next entry fcr the ljth of February: 

"At 2:40 o'clock the acreement of the Fuehrer arrivese Canaris 
went to Munich to the CountereIntellizence Office anc initiates the dif- 
ferent mecsurese 

"The effect is quick and strong, In Austria the impression is 
created that Germany is undertaking serious military preparations," 

Are you tellin this Tribunal th-t you knew nothing about either 


these military measures or the effect on Austria? 
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A about the military measures, I did not know anything but I consider 
it quite possible that the Fuchrery in order to put more pressure on his 
wishes, had done something in this ficld,-- 

Q But, witness, just a nonent 2 

A == and that may have contributed to the solution of the problem. 

Q Yes, I quite agree, That is just why I am putting it to that =- it 
did contribute == but surely you as Foreign minister of the Reich, with all 
the channels available to a Foreign ilinister, knew something about the effect 
in Austn._.5 which General Jodl was saying, that the effect was quick and 
strong; the impression was created that Germany is undertaking serious mig 
litary preparations. ire you telling the Tribunal, on your oath, that you 
knew nothing about the effect in Austria ? 

I would like to point out again that about military measures, I did 
not know anything and if I would have known, I wouldn't have had any cause to 
say now that it wasn't a fact, It is a fact, however, that curing the years 
before and during the days before the conversations between the Fuchrer and 
Schuschnigg, I was busy at the time taking over the Foreign Office, and so 
much so, that as far as the Austrian problem was coneerncd, I only considered 
it as being on the edge of forciren political matters, 

Q You know =- also you know, you were engaged in the Foreign Office; 
and my question was perfectly clear == my question was: Are you telling this 
Tribunal that you didn't know anything about the effect in Austria =< you, as 
Foreign Minister of the Reich? Now, answer the question, Did you or did you 
not know of the effect in Austria? 

Yes, I did not know anything about that effect and I could not ob- 
serve it in detail, 

Q I sec, that is your story and you want that to bo taken as a erite- 
rion, a touchstone of whether or not you are telling the truth; that you, 
as Foreign Minister of tho Reich, say that you knew nothing about the effect 
in Austria of the measures taken by Keitcr on the Fuchrer orders? Is that your 
‘Linal answer? 

A I can say quite preciscly, again, I heard from the Fuchrer when sone= 


tine later I went to London, and that is the first thing I remember about the 
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entire Austrian affair, that those thing S proceeded somewhat according to the 

conversations in Berchtessaden, In de tail, any special observation according 

to iny recollection, I did not know during these days -- it is possible that 

I forgot that in the meantime because there were many years between then and NOW 
Q Just look at the next two entries in Jodl's diary: "15 February, In 

the cvening, an official communique about the positive results of the confe- 

renco at Obersalzberg was issucd," 16 February. Changes in the Austria Govern- 

ment and the gencral political amnesty." Do you remonber me puttinc to you 

what Herr von Schschnigg signed =- and the condition was rade that tho matters 

would come into effect within three days; within three days there was a confc} 

rence about the effects and the changes were announced in Austria in reeordane 

with the note that you had put to Schuschnigg, You can sec that that is elear, 

isn't it =- three ==- three days == you still say 


Of these three days I know nothing. I said that before, but that out 


of this meeting would have come consequences in 


You cal}. it "appeasing"? Is that your considered view to the Tribunal 
that assuming that the defendant Jodl is tellin: the truth 
as General Jodl. was 
be put in hand, isn't that 


eessurs that could be r n the chancellor 


here we deal with a problem which, under the ci ances, could have led t 
war, to a European y 

that to 

come to a solution than to be a poi of disturbance in the Euronean 
ontincnt.» 
your mouth, Do you mni 

answer, that it was better that political and military prose 
on Schschnigg so lon; as tho problem was solved? shat your view 

I didn't get that question. ilay I ask you to cpeat it ? 

Q My question was fs it your view that it was better that political 


ot 


and military pressure should be put on Horr von Schschnigs; if hat moans the 
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problem was solved ? 
A If by that moans, a larger conflagration, that is to say, in fact, 
a war could be avoided, I considered that the better -o 
Q Just tell me, why did you and your friends keep Schschnige in prison 
for seven years? 
I don't knows at any rate, believe at that time Schschnigg -= I 
don't know the details, but he must have taken sone steps which were against 
the interests of the state, but if you say "prison", I know only from my own 
recollection that the Fuchrer, at many instances, had said and pointed out 
that Schuschnigg should bo treated especially well and decently and that he 
was not in jail, not in prison, but in a house and that his wife was with him, 
I could not say more from my ovm experience and from my own observations of 
thate 
You mean "prison", I will substitute 
both Buchenwald and Dachau. Do you iink he was 


Ad 
WJ. 


didn't know it bef 


a chance 
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I could not say anything to that point, 


I 


I can only say no, only, 


in my opinion, what I heard then, he was not in prison but he 


al 


confined in a villa and he had 
have or which was possible under the 
time. I liked tha 


p 


nere is one thing he didn't 


opportunity of giving his account as 
or of his side of the Anschluss to 
quite obvious. with ail you 
Buchenwald and Dachau, wherever he 
could not judge, 
You couidn't judge? 


von Schuschnig; allowed to 


EJ 
9 at As i = a 
ivr restraint for these 


That may be assumed- - 


am going 


tO 


Czechoslavakia, Will you ag 


Office, that 


VIN ENTRE a 
is, you #¢ through your 


of the activities of the 


because he made a 


ask you a few questions : 


all the comforts which he could 


very favorable impression 


have, witness, he didn't have the 


+ hana j $ a ja eon, y 
to happened at Berchtesgarden 


+A o y 
these sev cn 


ay, that he 


vas, but comfortable or 


the happenings to 


You know perfectly well, don't 


Sak hia rides , RERE ET” 
sh nls account of anyt! 


know that quite 


Don't you 


i 
nowever, 


subject. I 


dealing with 


1 March of 1938, th 


Foreign 


ambassador in Prague, took over control 


} 


Sudeten Deutsche Party under Konrad Henlein? 


A I am sorry but that isn't correct, May I explain that again? 


Q Before you explain, I think 
document book on page 20 in your bo 
and listen while I refer you to a lu 


A Which number, please? 


ime if at the 


page 31 in the English book- 


ambaeanari; 
QaMpaSSacnor. 


4 $ An NES es } 
letter from your ambassador 


FFE: If I may explain to the Tribunal, it is not 


the defendant's document book, it ic 


hereafter that is correct, 


the prosecution's book. 
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Q Now, this letter from your ambassador to the Foreign office? 
A Yes, I know about that letter, May I -- 
Q Just let me refer you to paragraph L. 
so you needn't be worried that I shall miss it, Paracraph 
the German Legation, is exclusively 
for the policy and tactics of the Sudeten German Party, Ly- -(tha 
ambassador }- - directives are to be complied with implicitly.// 
"Public speeches ana the press will be coordinated uniforily 
with my approval, The editorial rights tizens is to be improved,’ in 
paragraph 3, "Party leadership abandons the former intransigent lino which, 
in the end, might lead to political complications and adopt the line of 
gradual promotion of Sudenten German interests. The objectives are to be 
2 with my participation ana to be promoted by parrallel 
diplomatic action", 
Having read that, don't you agree with me the 
go, that the activitics of the Sudenten Deutsche 
according to the directives 
A\ May I explain that now? 
Q I would like the answer to that Question first, 
Tribunal will let you make an explanation, It is 
that question ves or no, Isn't it right that that 
Sudenten Deutsche Party was acting undir your dircetives; isn't that right? 
A No, 
Q Why not? 
A And that I would like to explain; just this letter testimony of the 
fact that the things were quite to ihe contrery. Between the Sudenten 


Deutsche Party and many offices within the Reich, connections had .been 


established and that was quite natura > because there was 2 very strong 


movement among the Sudenten Gerians which desired a closer conncetion with 
the Reich, especially after Adolf Hitler had cone to powcr, These tenden- 
cies started to impair the connuctions between Gerueny and Czechoslavekia 

and this letter bears proof of the fact that I cGesired and attempted to 


clarify these connections which existed between the 3udenten Germans and 


the Reich. 
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That is not answering ny questio S, what I put to you, 


put to you three times, I think, quite clearly. Docs this letter show 


that that Party, the Sudenten Deutsche Party, nat time acting 


under your directions? Are you stiil denying that? 
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A Yes, I deny that emphatically. Just the opposite is the case. 

This letter means an attempt to avoid the difficulties of the Sudeten Germans 
end the difficulties which were caused with the Czechoslovak people, and it 
shows an attempt to bring the matter into a sensible field, which could not 
be donee 

q Now, if you deny what I have put to you, what is meant when your 
ambassador writes to the foreign office and says that the line of German 
policy as transmitted by the German legation is exclusively decisive for 
policy and tactics of the Sudeten Gerran Party? What does that mean if 
it doesn't mean what you haye said == that the party was acting under your 
direction? What else can it mean if it doesn'tmean that? 

A It means exactly what I have said, that the embassy should try 
to get the leadership of the Sudeten Germans to accept a sensible program, 
so that the illegal tendencies which were existent should not impair relations 
between them and the Czechoslovek government. That was the sense of the 
conversation with the embassy in Prague. That is very clearly seen by this 
lettere. 

ý Let us see what this sensible program which you were suggesting waSe 
The next day, on the 17th of March, Konrad Henlein writes to you and sug- 
gests a personal talk; and if you will turn over to page 26 of the German 
document book--page 33 of the English==you will find thenote of the personal 
talk which you had at the foreign office on the 29th of March with Henlein, 
Karl Hermann Frank, and two other zentlemen whose names are not so well known. 
I only want you to look at four sentences in that, efter the first ones 

The Reichsminister started out by emphasizing the necessity to keep the 
conference which had been scheduled strictly a secret. And then you refer 
to the meeting that the Fuehrer had had with Konrad Henlein the afternoon 
beforee I just want you to have that in mind. 

Now, if you will look down the page, after the 1 and 2, there is a parae 
graph which begins "The foreign minister," and the second sentence is: "It 
is essential to propose a maximum program which as its final aim grants full 
freedom to the Sudeten Germanse. It appears dangerous to be satisfied pre= 


maturely with the consent of the Czechoslovak government. This, on the one 
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hand,would give the impression abroad that a solution has been founds and, 
on the other hand, would only partially satisfy the Sudeten Germans," 

Then, if you will look one sentence on, after some uncomplinentary 
remarks about Benes, it sayss 

"The aim of the negotiations to be carried out by the Sudeten German 
Party with theCzechoslovak government is finally this: to avoid entry into 
the governnent"™ -- observe the next words -- "by the extension and gradual 
specification of the demand to be madee" And then you make tho position 
of tl Reichcabinet clears 

"The Reichcabinet" =- the next sentence but one -= "itself rust refuse 
to appear towards the goverment in Frague or towards London and Faris as 
the advocate" -- ncte the next words-= 
denands»" 

The poliey which I suggest to you was now to direct the activities of 
the Sudeten Germans. They were to avoid agreement with the Czechoslovak 
government, avoid participation in the Czechoslovak governent, and the 
Reichcabinet in its turn would avoid acting as peacemaker in the mattsr=- 


wv 


in other words, witness, that you through your influence on the Sudeten 


Germans were taking every step and doing your utmost to see that no a: 


t 


ment could be come to about the difficulties or the minority problen. 
that right? Isn't that what you wore telling them at that interview? 
No, that is not soe 
What would you say these words meant? 

A I called for Kohrad Henlein at that time, and I believe that that 
was the only time--or maybe I have ecen him once mores unfortunately, only 
once or twicewein order to influence him also to assure a gvict development 
of the Sudeten German probleme The demands of the Sudeten Germans went very 
far that time; they wanted to get back to the Reiche It seemed to me to 
present a dangerous solution which had to be caught in some form or another 
before it could lead to a ware Henlein > But I want to 
point out that this was the only tiie, I believe, that I həd a chance to 
speak to Henlein in detail about these questionse Soon afterwards the whole 
Sudeten German problem dropped out of my influence. What is in this document, 


and there is no doubt of it, is the followings 


—O502- 





I, 


That first I wanted to assure a more quiet carrying out of the problen, 
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so that diplomatically we could Support it also with justification; 
secondly, that we should avoid that suddenly by acts of terror or other 
wild incidents a situation could arise which would lead to a crisis between 
Germany and Czechoslovakiae That was at that time the reason why I called 
for Henlein, 

Now, as to the various sentences which the Prosecutor has read, it is 
clear the Sudeten German Party at that time had very far-reaching demands. 
They would have liked to see that Adolf Hitler should send an ultimatum 
to Prague saying "You have to do that", and that is alle We did not want it; 
that was a matter of courses We wanted a quiet, peaceful solution of things. 
Therefore, I spoke to Henlien at that time to find a way in which the Sudeten 
German Party should proceed in order to get their demands. fulfilled in the 
end. These demands which I had in mind were demands of a far-reaching 
cultural autonomy, 

If you were thinking of cultural autonomy, why were you telling 
these gentlemen not to come to an agreement with the Prague government? 

à I could not specify that nowe That may have come from a tactical 
consideration, I assume that Konrad Henlein may have made a suggestion at 
that time and thət I just agreed; but in detail I did not know the problems. 
I believe that it was sc that Henlein hivself developed his program. That 
is not said here in detail. I may have agreed to it more or lesse I believe 
that more for tactical reasons it seemed advisable for Henlein not to enter 
into the government and to assume any responsibilities, butfirst to try 
in a different direction. 

4 That was the 29th of March, and you have told the Tribunal a moment 
ago about your anxiety for peacee You very soon knew that there wasn't going 
to be any question of relying on peaceful measures, didn't you? Can you 
remember? Just try and apply yourself to it, because you have obviously 
been applying your mind to this, Can you remember when Hitler disclosed to 


you that he was making the military preparations for the occupying of 


Czechoslovakia that autumn? 
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Adolf Hitler did not speak very much to me about military matters. 
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I do not remember anything like tha , but of course I know that the Fuchrer 
at a certain time was determined to solve this problem. According tc the 
experiences which Germany had mace in past years, it was a matter of course 
for him that in one form or other it might be necessary to take military 
measures in order to put more pressure on his demande 

Let me help you about thate Turn on to page 3l of your document 


booke It is page 37 of the English document book. 


3 31 of your document book, yeSe It is a quotation from Hitler's 
speech in January, 193), but it horsens to make clear this pointe You see 
he sayseehave you got it, Witness? 

A Yes, I have ite 

"On the basis of this unbearable provocation, which was still 
further emphasized by truly infamous persectuion and terrorizing of our 
Germans there, I have now decided to solve the Sudeten German question in 
a final and radical mannere 

"On the 28th of May I gave, one, the order for the preparation 
of military steps avainst this State"%=-that ig Czechoslovakia--"to be cone 
cluded by the 2nd of Octobere I ordered the forceful and speedy com 
pleticn of our defensive front in the west." 

I want to remind you of that, because there was a meeting of the 28th 
of May, anc tha is Hitler's own account of ite Fut another way, he said 
"It is my absolute will that Czech. slovakia should disappear from the map." 
And then he made clear the other thing about the defensive front in the weste 

Now, do you remember that meeting, the 28th of May? 

I have here, I believe, seen the dccument about ite I do rot 
recall that meetin. 

Well, if --I think Capta’n Fritz Wiedemann was still adjutant 
of the Fuehrer at that times it was before he went abroadse-he says you 
were there, would you deny it? 

I have seen that, yeSe I have seen that, but I believe that is 


an error by Wiedemann. 
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‘ But you think you weren't there? 

A I shoul’ like to assume I was not there. At least I 
ember that meeting. I could not say it for suree Generally I was not 
present at military confermeces, brt in this case I could net say it for sure, 
But I knew, senerally speaking, th..t the Fuchrer in the course cf the year 
1738 got more and more cetermined, s he said, to assurethe rights of the 
Sudcten Germans, and for that he also took military preparations. I rem- 
ember that, but in what form and to what extent I could not Saye 

Just to put your point of view fairly--I con't want to put 

anything more into ite-you knew thet military preparations were being made, 
but you didn't know the details of what we know now as Fall Gruene 


A No, dctails I cid not know about that. I had never heard them, 


but I know that if, first of all, during the last wecks, months, of the 


crisis--— 

DRe HORN: Mre President, I protest against this question. I believe 
in order to save time that I may point out that by the agreement of Munich 
the entire Sudeten German policy h2s been by Englanec, France, Italy and 
Germany sanctioned. Therefore, I don't sec any room for questioning in the 
sense of violation of international lawe 

TEE FRESIDENT: The Tribynal thinks the question isperfectly proper. 
BY SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 

Now, at the time you knew enough to ciscuss the possible course 
of the possible war with the fireign perscnalitics. Would you lock on to 
page 3h-=-that is pace O of the English took, 

These are the notes of a discussion with the Italian ambassador. I 
don't know which of your officials it took place with, but I went you to 
lock at where it says in a handwritten note "only for the Reichsminister." 

"atolico further remarked that wo had indeed revealed to the Italians 
cur intentions against the Czechs unnistakably. Also, as to the date he 
had information so far that he righs go on leave, maybe for two months, but 
certainly not later than that," 

If you look at the cate you will see it is the 18th of July, and two 
months from the 18th of duly wvld `e the 18th of Septembere Then if you 


will look, a month later there is a note, I think signed by yourself, on the 
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27th of August: “atolico paid me a visite He had received another written 
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instruction from Mussolini, asking that Germany communicate in time the 
probable date of action against Czechoslovakiae Mussolini asked for such 
notification, as Atolico assured me, in order to be able to take in due 
time the necessary measures on the French Frontier. 

"Note: I replied to Ambassador Atolico just as on his former demarche, 
that I could not impart any date to him; that, however, in any case 
Mussolini would be the first one to be informed of any decisione" 

So that it is quite clear, isn't it, that you knew that the German 
preparations for an attack >n Czechoslovakia were uncer way but the cate 
bad not been fixed beyond the general civective of Hitler, that it was to 
be ready by the beginning of October. That was the position in July and 
August, wasn't it? 

A In August, the 27th of Au:ust, of course there was a definite 
crisis already between Germany and Czechoslovakia about that problem; and 
it is quite clear that during that time one had to think as to how this 
would finally come cute Therefore, according to this document, I have 
spoken with the Italian Arbassador that in case tht this crisis would 
develop into a military action, certainly before that Musso lini wculd be 
notifiec. 

: And Mussolini wouldbe ready to make a demonstration on the French 
frontier in orcer to help forward your military plans; is that right? 

A That is in this document, but I don't know anything about it. 
Apparently Atolico saic thats if it is included here he must have said it. 

Ñ Now, just turn over to about the same time, pages 36 to 38, pages 
41 to 43 of the English bocke I don't want to take up time in reading it 
all, but that is the account of the meeting which you had with the Hungarian 
ninisters Enredi anc Kanjae And I should be very glad if, in the interest 
of time, you would try and answer the general questione 


Weren't you trying in your discussions with Enredi and Kanja to get 


the Huncarians to be prepared to attack Czechoslovakia should war eventuate? 


f 


A I do not know the content of this document very well. May I read 
it first, please? 


I will just read you =-= 


6866 





UMN 
Lilli 
1 AprileMme -9-4 H0098 -0036 
A (Interposing) But from m recollection I may answer—=I con't 
know wht in detail is included in t. 3 document, but my recollection is that 
at that time there was a crisis. Ii is quite natural that if a possibility 
of an armed conflict about the Sudeten German problem was in the air or 
within the reach of possibility that Germany then, at any rate at first, 
had to contact the neighboring statuse That is 2 matter of fact. 
À But ycu went a little bey-nd contacting them, didnìt you? The 
cocument says at the end of the sixth paragraph "Von Ribbentrop repeated 
that whoever desires revision must exploit the good opportunity and par- 
ticipate." 
That is a bit beyond contactin,; peoplee What you are Saying to the 
Hungarians is "If you want the revision of your boundaries, you have cot 
to come into the war with use" It is quite clear, isn’t it, Witness, that 
is what you were saying, that is what you were trying to do? 
4 That is just in line of what I said. That is to say, I don't 
know if that was exactly the expression, but, at any rate, it is clear that 
at that time apprrently--I do remember that I have spoken to these zentle- 
mene=that the possibility of a conflict existed, and that in such a case 
ef course it would be good if we would contact each other about our interests. 
I may point out that it was Huncery who during the time and years bee 
fore considered it one of the hardest wmncitions of the Peace Treaty that 
all these territories and areas in the north had been separated from 
Hungary, and of course, they were very much interested. 
À You were very much interested in offering then revision, Just 
look at thehst two paracraphse It is headed "The 29th." It should be page 
38 of your document booke It beginse=the very end of this statement: ‘Cone 
cerning Hungary's military preparedness in case of a German-Czech conflict, 


von Kanja mentioned several Hays ago that his country wuld need a period of 


one or two years in order to develop adequately the armed strength of Hungary. 


During today's conversation, von Kanja corrected this remark and said that 
Hungary's military situation was much betters; his country would be ready, 
as far as armaments were concerned, to take part in the conflict by October 
l of this year," 


You sce that? What I am puttir to you, Witness, is this: That your 
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position was perfectly clear. First of all, you get the Suceten Germans 


unter your control Then you learne’ from Hitler that there were military 


preparationse Then you get the Italians in line. Then you get the Hun- 


garians in linee You are getting everyoyie ready for agzression against 
Czechoslovakia, That is what I am utting to yous I want you to be quite 
clear about it, to be under no misapprehension. Now, look, whate= 

A (Interposing) May I answer to t hat? 

Yes, certainly, if you likes 

4 I said once before that the Sudeten German Party leadership was 
not under my control. Otherwise I am convinced that it is the primitive, 
first law and right of the Sudeten Germans, according to the risht of 
independence which had begn proclaimed in 1919, to cecide themselves where 
they wanted to belong, 

When Adolf Hitler came this tendency toward the Reich became very 
stronge Adolf Hitler was determined to solve this problem, either by 
diplomatic means or by other means if it had to be donee That was clear, 
and it became clearer to mee 

I personally have done everything in order to try to solve the problem 
along diplomatic lines. On the other hand, however, of course in order to 
lead to a situation such as Munich, I have done everything in order to 


assemble friends around us and to make our position as strong as possibles 
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Qe You knew perfectly well, cic you not, that the Fall Gruen and that 
Hitlor's military plans envisaged the conquest of the whole of Czechoslovakia? 


You knew that, did n't you? 


ie No, that I did not know, ond as far as the Sudetan-German problem is 


concerned, the British Yovernment has agreed in Munich to solve the problem in 
a way which I have always thought to be the right one. 

Qe witness, I'm not going to argue politics with you on any point. I 

only remind you of this: That the Fall Gruen anà Hitler's plans from this 
matter had only been known to his Majesty's Government since the end of the war, 
when it came into our possession as a captured document. What I asked you WASee 
you say that as the Foreign Minister of the Reich you didn't know that these 
military plans, the conquest of the whole uf Czechoslovakia, was cnvisaged,. 

You say that? You want the Tribunal to believe that? 

I repeat again that as far as the Fall Gruen was concerned, I have 
heard about it the first time here through the documents. I did not know that 
term at all before, But, in the course of later developments, for instance, 
in establishing the protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia -- I was thinking of a 
solution of several regions -- that became clear to me, of coursee 

Q Just . moment. We will get to that in a moment. I just want you to 
look at the final act of preparation which you were doing and I am suggesting 
for this clear aggression, if you will look at page 45 in the book in front of 
you, you will see a note from the Foreign Office to the Embassy in Prague. 

"Please inform Deputy Kundt at Conrad Henlein's request to get into touch 
with the Slovaks at once and induce them to start the demands for an autonomy 
tomorrow." 

That was your office's further act, wasn't it, in order to make things 
difficult for the “overnment in Prague? You were getting your friends to induce 
-- to use your own word -- the Slovaks to start an advance for autonomy, is 

. 
that right? Is that what your office was doing? 

ie Beyond doubt this is a telegram which came from the Foroign Office. 

According to the contents, apparently, Henlein approached us to send a telegram 


for him, and apparently Henlein was of the opinion at that time that the demands 
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for autonomy should be sent to the Prague Government by the Slovakse How it 

came to thet, I could not say in detail today, but I would like to point out 

again that Conrad Henleints =-=- and I say unfortunately, and I said it then =-=- 
activity was not within my jurisdiction or control. I saw Henlein only once 

or twice curing that entire time. 

Qe I am not going to take you through all the detailse You understand 
what I'm suggesting to you, that your office was now taking one of its last 
steps, because this was in the middle of the crisis, on the 19th of September, 
trying to weaken the Czech Government by inducing demands of autonomy from the 
Slovakse You said that you were only passing on Henlein's wishese If you like 
to leave it at that, I shall not trouble you further. Besides, you suggested-- 
I come on to what took place in the spring and ask you one or two questions 
about thate In the spring Hitler was out and you acquiesced in his wishes withe 
out =-=- I was going to say swallowing, but I wan to choose my language carefully 
-> to obtain the adherence of Bohenia and Moravia to the Reich and to make 
Slovakia separate from Bohemia and Moravine. Now, just look on to page 65 of 
the book in front of youe That's a telegram in secret code from the Foreign 
Office, from yourself, in fact, to the Embassy in Praguc. 

"With reference to telephone instructions given by you today, in case you 
should get any written communications from President Hacha, please do not make 
any written or verbal comments or take any other action but pass them on here 
by secret telegramse Moreover, I must ask you and the other members of the 
Embassy to make a point of not being available if the Czech Government wants to 
communicate with you during the next few cays." 

Why were you so anxious that your ambassador shouldn't carry out these 
ordinary functions and form a channel of communication with the Czech Government 

4 

Ae That I remember very welle „hat had the following reasons: The 
Foreign Minister of Czechoslovakia, Chvalkovski, on one of these days, it may 
have been the same day, approached the ambassador in Prague, saying that 
President Hacha wanted to speak to the Fuechrer. I had reported that to the 
Fuchrer, and the Fuehrer agreed to receive the Czechoslovak prosident of state, 


ond the Fuehrer said at the same time that he wanted to conduct these 
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negotiations himself and that he did not desire that anybody else, even the 
embassy, should interfere in any according to my recollection, was 
the reason for that telegram, so that nobody should undertake an thing in 
Prague, and whatever would be done should be done by the Fuehrer personally. 

May I point out also that at that time there was quite a crisis between 
Prague and ourselves, and from this entire Situation resulted the desire of the 
President Hacha to see the Fuehrere 

Qe Well, now, I don't like to remind you what you and the Fuchrer were 
oing on that day. You will find that if you will look at page 66, which is 
7l of the English book. You were having a conference, you end the Fuehrer, 
with Meissner and the defendant Keitel, and Dietrich and Keppler, and you were 
having the conference with the Slovaks, with M. Tiso. Do you remember that 
conference? 

Ae Yes, I remember that conference very well. 

Qe Well, then, I will ask you a general question and perhaps without 
putting the details to yous ‘that Hitler and you were doing at that conference 
was saying this to the Slovaks: 

"If you don't declare your in“cependence of Prague, we shall leave you to 
the tender mercies of Hungary." 

Isn't that ino sense a fair summary of what Hitler and you were saying 


at that conference? 
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A That is correct to a certain degree, I would like to give a further 


explanation though, The situ:tion was such that one has to understand it 
from a political point of view. The Hungarians were highly disntisficd 

and they wanted to regain the territories which they had lost by the Treaty 
of Trianon, They were in the Slovak part of Czechoslovekia, There were 
great difficulties between Pressburg (Bratislava) and Budapest, of course, 
We always had to expect that here an armed conflict would bruak out and at 
least half a dozen times it occurred thot from the sight of the Hungarian 
Government we were made to understand that this could not go on like tit. 
They had to have their revision and it wos so that very strong tendencies 
for independance existed for quite some time among the Slovaks, Mainly, they 
approached us at first through Tuka and later through Tiso. In this con- 
ference, which is here described, it was so that after weeks of knowledge 
by the Fuchrer of the tendencies of the Slovaks to become sutonomics, he 
finally received Tiso, the lator president of the Slovak state, and told 

` him then that he, of course, -- I beliéve he said during this discussion 
that he was not interested personally but, if anything should happen there, 
then the Slovaks should duclarc their autonomy as quickly as possible. 
There is no doubt that at the time we expected an aggression by the side 

of the Hungarians, but it is correct. 

Q How very anxious the Slovaks seemed to be for independence and what 
action Hitler and yourself were taking ti C1 it--if you try and find it, 


it will probably be at page 67;it's at the end of a paragraph buginning: 


> 


has permitted Minister Tiso to cone here" 

And just below the micdle of that paragr.ph Hitler is reported as saying 
that ho would not tolerate that interior instability and he had for that 
reason permitted Tiso to come in order to hear his decision. It was not a 
qu.stion of days but of hours. He had stated ob that time that Slovakia 


wishi to make herself independent and that ne would support this endeavour 


ang oven guarantee it; he would stand by his words so long as Slovakia would 


make it clear that Wished for inde, cndence, If she hesitated or did not 
wish to desolve the connection with Fraguc, hu. would leave the destiny of 
ay 


Slovakia to the mercy of the events for whi e was no longer responsible, 


Then he asks you if you had anything to say in the next paragraph, and 


Co 
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you are reported as 


"The Reich Forcign Minister also suphasized for his part the conception 


that in this case a decision was a question of hours and not of days. He 


assured Hitler a message he reecived which report.d Hungarian troop move- 
ments on the Slovak frontier. The Fuehrer read this report and mentioned 
it to Tiso," 

fre you denying,witness, that Hitler and yourself were putting the 
strongest possible presure you could on the Slovaks to dissolve connections 


With Prague and so leave the Czechs Standing alone to mect your pressure 


on Hacha which was coming in a couple of days? 
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Strong pressure was not used to undertake 
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It. is p so 


itatcd because at any rate it was a very decisive step to be taken, In 


regard to this fact the Fuehrer had the very clear desire to solve the 
question of Bohemia-liorvavia in 

Q One point, This is my last question before I come to the interview 
with President Hacha, Don't you remember that Herr Burckel and other 
Austrian associ.tes, together with the Defendant Suss-Inquart anc a number 


of German officers, at about 10:00 in the evening of Saturday, the llth 
of March, went into a cabinet mecting at Bratislava and told the Soi Disants 
Government that they should proclaim the independance of Slovakia? Don't 
you know that? It was reported by our Counscl, 

A I don't recall it in detail, but I believe that something like 
it took place but I don't know exactly what it was. I believe that that 
was directed by the Fuehrer, 

Q I will deal very shortly. > ə >» 

Sir David, it is a quarter to one now. 


better adjourn until 2:00, 


(The Tribunal adjourned until 1400 hours.) 
J / 
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Official transcript of the International 
Military Tribunal in the matter of the 
United States of America, the Fr 

ain and Northern Ireland, anc 

of Soviet Socialist Republics 
Hermann Wilhelm Goering et al, Defendants, 
sitting at Nurnberg, Germany on 1 4pril, 
1946, 1400-1700, Lord Justice Lawrence pre 


JOACHIN VON RIBBENTROP =- Resumed 


CROSS@EAAMINATION =-= Continued 


BY SIR DAVID Mi (ELL FYFE; 


Qe Witness, you were present at the interview between President Hacha 
and Hitler on the 15th of March, 1939, wore you not? 
nresente 
Qe “o you remember Hitler saying at that interview that he had riven 
the orcer for German troops to march into Czechoslovakia, and thet at 6 o'clock 
in the morning the German Army would invade Czechoslovakia from all 
I can't recall the exact words, but I know that Hi 
that he would occupy the countrics of Bohemia, Slovakia, and Moraviae 
Do you remember him saying what I put to you, that he had given the 
or German troops to march into Czechoslovakian? 
es, that is just its 
Yo you remember the defendant Gooring -- as he told the Tribuna 
telling President Hacha that he would order the German Air Force to bomb Prague 
any detailed statement shat subjecte 
Qe aun asking you a detailed statement; I am asking you if you 
remember what auld £ ose was a rather remarkable statement, that the 
lefendant Goering said to FPresiden acha tha > would order the German Air 


Force to bomb Prarue if Czech resistance was not called off. Do you remember 


No, I con't know that; 

You were ther during the whole interview, were you not? 

No, Iwas not. If the British Prosecutor woul’ allow me t 
would like to add my explanation as to exactly how things hapnened. 
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Qe I want you to answer my question at the momente You say you don't 
remember thate At any rate, if the defendant Goering sgid that he said it, 
would you accept that it happened? 

Ae If Goering says so, thon it will, of course, be truce I have only to 
relate that I was not present during that conference between President Hacha 
and the then Reichsmarshal Gocringe 

Qe Yo you remember Hitler saying thot within two days the Czech Army 
would not exist any jore? 

Ae I don't recall that in detail, nos; it was a very long conference. 
Q Do you remmber Hitler saying thant at 6 ofclock the troops would 
march in? He was aln ashamed to say that there wes one German civision to 
each Czech battalion. 
is ~ossible that something like that was saide However, I can't 

remember 

If these things were said, will you agree with 
intolerable pressure was ) on President Hacha? 

That question cidn't come 

Q If these things were said, wi rou agree with me that the 

tolerable pressure wS put upon Presi 
Uncoubtecly, Hitler's language was very ear, However, to that I have 
that Tresident Hacha; on his pa aid not com € for the 
purpose of finding a solution, togethor with Hitler. He was surp 


~~ 


the march of troops into Czechoslovakia wis to take place. That I know, and I 
remember it exactly. He cventually agree’, and contacted his s-vernment's Chief 
so that there would not be a hostile rece>tion for the German troons. 
aprcement which I had drafted was thon Ciseussed with Hitler, and it 
conclucea with Hitler oan* the Czech Foreign Minister. 
Q fill you agree with me that that agrcoment was obtained through a 


at of aggressive action by the German Army and Air Force? 
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It is certain that the Fuchrer told President Hacha that the German 
Army would march in, and that naturally, under that impression, that document 
was signed, That is corrects 

Q Don't you think you could answer one of my questions directly? 

I will ask it again, Will you agree with me that that docucnt was ob= 
tained by the most intolerable pressure and threat of aggression ? That is a 
sinple question. Do you agrec? 

In that way, no. 

Q What further pressure could you put on the head of a country except 
to threaten hin that your army vould march in, in overwhelming strength, and 
your air force would bomb is capital? 

War, for instance, 

Q What is that but war? Do you not consider it war that the Army woule 
march in with a proportion of a gi y cr a battalion, and that the air 
force would 

President Hacha had told the Fuchrer that he would place the fate 
country into the Fuchrer's hands, and the Fuchrer had told Hacha -- 
rou to answer my question, liy question is a perfectly simple 
one, and I want you answer to 
ou have told us that 
were rade. 
No, I didn'8 
tes, that is 
No. 
Q I put to you that that agreement was obtained by threat of war. Is 
shat not so ? 
I believe that that threat is considerably less than the threat un- 
which Germany stood through the Versailles Treaty and its sanctions. 
is comparatively, will you now answer my 
that that agreement was obtained by threat of war ? 
under the pressure of the threat of the march into 
Prague, Czechoslovakia; there is no doubt about that. However, idccisive to 


the whole natter was that the Fuchrer oxplained to President Hacha the reason: 
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why he would have to do this, and that President Hacha eventually, at the end 


agreed absolutely, after he had consulted his goverment and his general staff 
and heard their opinion. On the other hand -= and that is absolutcly true -- 
the Fuchrer ahd decided to solve this question under any circumstances, The 
reason for that was that it was the Fuchrer's ctonecption thatrin:the-r 
der of Czechoslovakia there was a conspiracy agi he German Reich, Ficld 
ns were present at 
Czech airdromes. Consequently, the Fuchrer did that because he believed that 
it was necessary for the protection of the German Reiche 
the comparison that President Roosevelt declared an interest 
mneland stated that it was interested in the 
entire 
romainder of Czechoslovaki; ng due , large power, 
whatever you think of the methode But one thing is certain, and that is that 


these countrics wore occupied without a single drop of blood being shed, 
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Q "ocause they were occupied without a single drop of blood beeing 
shed because you had threatened to march in overwhelming strength and to bomb 
Prague if thoy didn't agree, isn't that so ? 

No, not: because we had complete superiority but because this had 
beon agreed upon before, namely, that the German armed forces could march in 
withoud any oppositions 

Q I put it to you ag that the agreenent was obtained, however by 

r threatening to march in and threatenting to 

I have already once replica to you that it isn't like that, but 
that the Fuchrer talked to President Hacha and told hin that he would march 
in and that a discussion between President Hacha and Gocring -= I do not know, 
but after that President Hacha si ned the agreement, after he consulted with 

in Prague by telephone. No doubt, the 
person of the Fuchrer in the case of that argument mattered a lot, and the 


announce’ march of the German troops was the cause for President Hacha's 


== would you nind standing, General, for a secon 
(A Czechoslovak army officer stood up in the court roon.) 
Don't you remember Gencral Etsche cing you some questions once, this 
General from Czechoslovakia ? 

Yes, certainly. 

Q Did you say to hin that you thoucht that this action on the 15th of 
March was contrary to the declaration of Hitler given to Chamberlain but in 
act that Hitler saw in the occupation a vital necessity for Gernany ? 

Yes, that is correct, I was wrong in the firs Sointe. I will admit 
that openly, and I remembered it afterward. Because there is nothing likethat 
contained in the Munich agreenent between Hitler and Chamberlain, ind in the 

point I think I stated that Hitler believed he was acting in the best 
interests of his country. 


Q Now, I just want you'ta tell us one or two general things about you 
views with regard to Groat Britain, Is it correct that when you went to Lond 
of the Reich you thought there was very little chance of an 


act that it was a hundred-to-one chance of getting an unders-— 
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standing with Great Britain ? 
When I asked the Fuchrer to send to London person2llity -- 
Q Here is a simple question I am asking you : Is it right that when 
you went to London as ambassador you thought there was very little chance 


of an understanding with England, ?in fact, that the chance was a hundred to 


Yes, the chance wasn't larze. 

These, as you know, are your own words -- 

But I have to add soncthinc to thate 

These are your own words, arcn't they, that the chance was a hun- 
to one ? Do you remember saying that? 
A A hundred to one ? I don?t remember that but I did tell Hitler that 


the chance was very small. But I want to add something. I told the Fuehrer 


that I would do everything, nevertheless, to attempt to achieve a final ån- 


when you left England did you believe that war was inevitable? 
When you left England -- when you ceased being Ambassador == cid you believe 
that war was inevitable? 
Å No, I wasn't of that opinion, that it was inevitable; but that 
1 possibility of war existed onsidering the developments which were taking 


place in England, that that was possible =- of that I was convinced, 


Q I want you to be careful about this; Did you say that you didn't 


think war was unavoidable when you left England ? 


I can neither say it was inevitable nor that it could be avoided 
ware of the fact that that considering developments towards Ger- 
in Envland a conflagration was within the possibilities that 
existed 
Now, look at page 211-E of the Document Book, English Book 170 -- 


Did you say 211 ? 


you got that ? 


Now, will you look at the second paragraph ? It reads like this : 
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wishes, For ycars, by orc of the Fuehrer, I tried 
understanding to achieve Se pointss-= 
want you now to answer. 7 question d a gr dvi the Fuchrer th 
that the proper polity was pretende“ fricndlincss with England and in actua- 
lity the formulation of a coalition against her ? Did y or did yot not ? 
ay of putting it. 


just look at the docwncnt, TC@75, Exhibit 


and at your conclusions that care be drawn, (Handing docunent to 


bout the enc 


outwardly further undcx ding with England while protects 


ler great secrecy but with wholes 
hearte tenecity of a coalition against England; that is, in practice a tigh- 
the winning over of all 


TO SRG 


powers toward 


the last sentences "Every day on which -=- no matter what tectical 


apnorcochomnent 


approchement towarcis us are carricd oyt 9 political deci- 
are divided fundamentally by our most dange- 
adversary w 


3 3 


did you te ; fribunal a minute or two ago that you hadn't advised 
uchrer that you hadn stressed out q friendly rełations while in 

a coalition against her? 

all, may I have wrnission ‘ok at that document? 


igne by yourself on > enl cf January 1939, It is your own 


fos, Actually, that is quite rich ind this is the decisive state- 
3 


nente Only in that way can we meet 


zrocment or a con= 
flict, The situation was clearly at that time that Env-land would resist those 


German wishes for a decision which tho Fuchrer had described as vital and that 


it merely appeared possible through diplomatic consultations to get England 
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: } A AnA r by wa That was 
to solve their problem through diplomatic channols and no by war, The 
© © IDOV LOM ‘4 
no doubt the decision at the time, 
i ive minutes aro that you had no 
Q Is that why you told the tribunal five minutes aro that you had not 
kA e] Pe) Vid A ` x 
dvised Hitler in the senso I put it to you ? 
, 3S pee 
Which advice do you mean? 
T A ne at ah ie mac TO 
Q Outwardly an understancdin with Enzland and formation under reat 
Secrecy of a coalition against her, I put that to you twice and yc 
wo VOY p a Jot > to 


E $é 
I want to know why you did deny it, 
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A I said to that that it is rot right in that sense, but I said 


1 AprileA=DMR-1)-1 


quite clearly that England was res bing the German requests and that oute 
woecly, if Germany wanted to2chieve these aspirations, she had mthing 

Js ny ’ 3 
left to her but to find friends and with the help of those friends bring 
England to the conference table so that England would agreeto these ree 
quests through diplomstic channelse That was my task at that time 

Now, I want you to cirect your attention to the relations with 
3 X e 

Pelance I will give you the opportunity of answering a question generally, 
and I hope in that way we may save timee 

Will you agree that up to the «unich Agreement, the speeches of all 
German statesmen were full of the ` sst profound affection and respect for 
Poland? Do you agree with that? 


A Yese 


a Was the purpose of that what is shown in the Foreign Office memo- 


randum of 26 Aucust 1938? I will give you the paze numbere Page 107 of your 


document booke I wanted you to lox at ite I think it is the fourth para- 
graph, beginning, "This method of approach towards Czechoslovakiae=", and 
you may take it from me that the method of ap roach wes putting forward the 
idea that you and Hitler wanted the return of all Germans to the Reiche 
I put it quite fairly and objectively, That is what jrecedes. I want you 
to look at that pararraphe 
Which paragraph do you menn? I did not hear. 
The fourth, "This method of approach towards Czechoslovakia" it 
The fourth on my copye 
I have not found it yete -Paragraph Fivee Yes, I have ite 
"This method of approach toward Czechoslovakia is to be recommended 
of our relationship with roinnde It is unavoidable that the 
German, departure from the problems of boundaries in the southeast and their 
transfer to the cast and northeast must make the Poles sit upe The fact 
thet after the liquidation of the Czechoslovakian question, it will be 
generally assumed that Poland will se the next in turn, but the later this 
assumption sinks in in internation:.1 politics as a firm picture, the better." 
Does that correctly set out the desires of German foreign policy at that 


time? 
688), 
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A Indubitably nog First of all, I do not know what this document is. 
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It appears that it came to me throvch the Secretary of State and from sme 


official in the Foreign Offices He wrote ite It is some theoretical docu. 


ment which were sometimes proposede I o not recollect having heard it at 
any timee Whether it reached me, I can not tell you at this moment, but 
it is possible that such thoueshts occurred or were predominant with some 
of our officials. 
I seee Now, if you do nct agree, would you look at page 110, 
on which you will find extracts from Hitler's Reichstag Speech on 26 September 
1938. Iam sorry. I said Reichsta::; I meant Sportpalast. 
Sportpalast, yese 
At the end of this extract, the Fuehrer is quoted as saying with 
regard to Foland, after a tribute +: Marshal Pilsutgki, 
"We are all convinced that this greement will boring lasting pacification, 
We realize that here are two peoples which must live together and neither 
of which can do away with the othere A people of 33 million will always 
strive for an outlet to the sea, «a way of understanding, then, had tobe 
found. It has bcen found, and it rill be continually extended further. 
Certainly, things were difficult for this area, The nationalities and small 
groups frequently quarreled among themselves, but the main fact is that the 
two governments and all reasonable nd clear-sighted persons among the two 
peoples and in the two countries possess the firm will and determination to 
improve their relations, This is a real wrk o peace, more valuable than 
all of the chattering at the League of Nations Palace in Genevae" 
Do you think that is an honest statement of opinion? 
I believe that that was definitely the Fuehrer's view at the 
And so at that time all the questions of the treatment of minorities 
a very unimportant matters is that so? 
No, they were not unimportante A very difficult point had been 
reached between Poland and ourselves, and such statements were always directed 
t oridzing the gape I know the con“itions in Poland particularly well be- 


cause, far personal reasons, I followed that situattion for many yearsSe Since 
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I took over the Foreign Ministry, the gr.atest difficulties continuously 

arose, which were always most generously solved by ourselvese 

At any rate, you have agrecd with me that the specches at that 
timee-and you say quite honestly--were full of praise and affection for the 
Poles; is that right? 

Yes, we were hoping thet by that we would bring the question of 
German minorities to a satisfactory conclusion. We tried that since 193h. 

Well, now, immeciately -fter Munich, you first raised the question 
of Danzis with M., Lipski on, I think, in October, around 21 Octobere 

A 28 October. 

28 October. And the Poles had replied on the 31st. It may have 
reached you a day later through “e Lipski, sug esting the making of a bi- 
literal agreement between Germany -ng Foland, but saying that the return of 
Danzig to the Reich would lead to a conflict. 

I put it quite generally. I just wanted to remind you of the tenor 
of the replye 
it was not like thate The Fuehrer 
do not know for gure ==- to call 
ambassador Lipski to Berchteszacen He hac given me instructions because 
the Fuchrer was particularly anxious, proba ly after that speech in the 
Sportpalast, to clarify the relati us wi his hb He wanted that 


particularly with respect to de He instructed me, therefore, to dise 


cuss with Ambassador Lipski the question of Danzig and the question of a 


connection to East Frussia for the Leiche 





NN 


nalk snaks é k , BA DS ; ; 
I asked Lipski to come and see me, “1d in a very fricndly atmosphere I stated 
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these wishes. Ambassador Lipski rum ined reserved, and he seid that Danzig 

a complicated problem but that he would discuss the question with his 
government, I asked hin would he pl-ase do so soon and inform me of the 
outcomg, That was the beginning of the negotiations with Poland, 


Q Well, now, if you will turn-- I do not want to stop you, but I want tie 


get on quickley over this matter, If you will turn to page 114, you will ta 


the minutes of M.e Becks! conversation with Hitler on 5 January, I just want 
to draw your attention to the last paragraph, where, after Mi,Beck had said that 
the Danzig question was a very difficult problem, "In answer to this, the 
Chancellor stated that to solve this problem it would be necessary to try to 
find something quite new, some new formula, to which he used the term 
'Xoeroerschaft', which on the one hand would safeguard the interest of the 
CermansPopulation anu on the other hand the Polish inturest, In addition, the 
Chancellor declared that the iinistur could be quite at vase; thure would be 
no fait accompli in Danzig and nothing would be done to render difficult the 
situation of the Polish government." 

Do you sce that, before I ask you the question? 

A Tes, I have read that, 

Q Just look at the summary of your own conversation with M,Beck on the 
next day. It is page 115, at the beginning of the paragraph, the second 
paragraph, You will sec that after M.Beck had mentioned the Danzig question. 


you said 
"Tn answer,hi.von Ribbentrop once more emphasized that Germany was not 


sucking any violent solution," 
That was almost word for word what Hitler hed said the day before, do 


you see that? 


Q Now, page 113, These are the defendant Keitel's orders to-- or 
rather, to put it exactly, the defendant Kcitel's transmission of the Fuchrers 
order with regard to Danzig, It is datod 24 November, That was some six 
weeks before, and it is supplementary to an order of 21 October, and you sve 
what it says: 


"Apart from the three contingencies mentioned in the instructions of 
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21 October, preparations are also iv be made to enable the Free State of 
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Danzig to be occupied by German troops by surprise. 


T 


"Occupation of Danzig: The preparations will be made on the following 


basis, The condition is a quasi-revolutionary occupation of Danzig, 


exploiting a politically favorable situation, not a war against Poland," 


Dic you know oi these instructions? 





TC 
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Ae No, I don't know thate This is the first time that I am seeing that 
order or whatever it might bee May I add something? 

Qé Not for the moment. Hitler must have known of the order, mustn't he? 
It is on order of the Fuehrer? 

e Yes, of course, and I assume -- that is what I wanted to adc, that the 
British prosecutor will appreciate that politics and minutes of people are two 
completely different thingse There is no doubt that the Fuehrer was familiar 
with the difficultics of this thing, and that Danzig and the VYorridor. mst 
certainly have resulted in orders of some sorte And I imagine that it is some 
such order, This is the first I am seeing it, anyway. 

Qe Supposing that you had known of the orders, Vitness, would you still 
have said on the 5th of January that Germany was not seeking a fait accompli 
or a violent solution? If you had seen this order and regarded it as what I 
considered it to be, namely, a certain General Staff instruction, then -- 

Ae I think it is part of the General S-aff's duty to take into considera- 
tion all possibilities and prepare for them principally. Thathas nothing to do 
with politics. 

Qe Nothing to do with politics to have a cuteand-dried plan how the free 
state of Danzig is to be occupied by German troops by surprise when you are 
telling the Poles that you son't have a fait accompli? That is yomr idea of how 
matters should be carried on? If it is I will leave ite 

A. Noe I have to add I know that for a long time the “uchrer was always 
anxious, particularly during 1939, and worried that a Polish coup against Danzig 
would arise, I am not a military man, but it appeared to be natural to me that 
all such possibilities should be prepared for, But of course I can't judge any 
details of the orders. 

Qe Now, when did you learn that Hitler was determined to attack Poland? 

Ae, That Hitler was expecting the necessity of military action to become 
necessary, =- that I think I heard for the first time during August 1939, That, 
of course, even before that he made certain military preparations for any 


eventuality becomes clear from this ordéere But about such orders I did not on 
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principle hear anything, and I do not now recollect anything other than what 


I received through military informatione 


Qe Do you tell the Tribunal that you didn't know in May that Hitler? 


real view was that Danzig is not the subject of the dispute at all, 


his real object was the acquisition of lehensaum in the East? 


No, I didn't know it in that sense. The Fuchrer often talked about 


Ag 
lebensaum, . that is right, but I did not know that he had the intention to 
attack Poland. 

fell now, just look at page 117 -= or it may be 118 or your document 
=- on page 117 you will find the minutes of the conference on the 23rd day of 
May 19839 at the New Reich Chancellory, 

ta Did you say 117? 

I want you to look at -= it may be on page 118, and it begins: 
not the subject of the dispute at all, it is a question of expanding 


the Enst and of securing our food supplies anc of the 


of the Baltic probleme Food supplies can only be expected from 
thinly populated areas ov and above the natural fertility followine German 
exploitation, which will enormously increase the surplus. There is no other 
possibility for Burone,' 
Are you telling the Tribunal that Hitler never exploined that view to you? 
‘le It may bee But first of all I want to say that I wasn't present 
during this conferences That was a military conference, and the Fuchrer used 
to held these military conferences quite separately from the political field. 
Along these lines the Fuchrer did mention that we needed lebensraum, living 
space, but any intention of attacking Poland I never heard 
that is, May 1939. He neve LA me about that. J I think that this was 
intentional. He always wanted a dinlomat to work toward a Cinlomatic solution, 
You mean to say that Hitler wa leliberately keening you in the dark 
as to hei real aims that Danzig was not the subject of dispute and what he 
really wanted was lebensraums is that your story? 
Ae Yes, I assume that he did that occasionally. 
Qe Well now, just lock at the very short paragraph a little further on 
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where he says: "There is no question of sparing Poland, and we are left with 
no alternative but to attack at the first suitable opportunitye We can not 
expect a repetition of the Czech affaire There will be ware Our task is to 


isolate Poland." 


` 


I diĉa't quite mnterstand that question. 

is 2 perfectly simple once “o you tell the Tribunal that Hitler 
never mentioned what I havo just read from his speech, that there is to be no 
question of sparing Poland that you had to attack Poland at the first 
opportunity, and your task was to isolate Poland? Are you telling the Tribunal 
that Hitler never mentioned that to his foreign minister, who wuld have the 


practical conduct of foreign policy? 


Że Noe At that point he didn't do thate In my opinion he did it much 
later in the summer of 193: At that time he did talk about it, that he had 


decided te solve the problem one way or another; so 


Qe do you say that you didn't know in May that Hitler wanted war? 


I what? 
didn't know in May that Hitler wanted war? 
I wasn't at all convinced of thate 


It is quite clear from the document that he did want war, isn't it ? 


Ae This document no doubt shows an intention of action Against Foland, but 


I know that Hitler often used strone languace towards his military personnel. 


ån such a form intienting that ho was firmly cetermined is contained therein, 
but whether that was realized pol tically, whether he would have carried it out, 
that is a completely d re question I know he told me repeatedly that 

one had to talk to military persons as if war was breaking oute 


Qe Now, I want to ask you about another pointe You said on Friday that 


you had never expressed the view that Great Britain would stay out of a war and 


would fail to honor her guarantee to Polande Do you remember saying that? 


lie Yese 


A 


we Is that true? 
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Qe ell now, I would just like you to look at one or two other tocuments. 
Do you remember on the 29th of April 1939 receiving the Hungarian Primo Minister 
and the “orcign Minister at three-thirty in the afternoon? 
don't remember thate 
we have the minutes of your meeting signed by = I think von 
Erdmannsdorf. Dic you say this to the Hungarian Prime Minister and Foreign 
Minister, "The Reich Foreicn Minister adel that it was his firm conviction 
that no matter what happened in Europe no French or British soldier wov]! attae! 
Germany. Our relations with Foland were gloomy at the momente" 
Did vou say that? 
Ae I don't think I ever said thate I consider that impossible, 
Well, if you got a copy pe 
May I perhaps have a look at the document? 
Oh, certainly; with pleasuree This will become GB 289, Document D-737, 
Ae I con't, of couse, now tell you in detail what I said at that time, 
but what is possible is that at that time the Hungarians were concerned ehout 
the Polish problem and that one wanted to calm them Cow. at is perfectly 
feasible. But I hardly believe I said thise It could be that the Fuehrer 
knew ani that the Fuchrer said that England would not march to the aid of 
Polande 
If you are a little doubtful would you look at Document De738, which 
will be GB 290. Evidently you saw 
Just look at the last sentence of thate "The Reich “orcien Minister pointed 
out again that Foland presented no military problem for use Incase of a 
military clash the British would coldly leave the Poles in the lurch." That 
quite straight speaking, isn't it, "The British would coldly leave the Poles 
in the lurch,"? 
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don't know on just what page that is. 
Qe It is paragraph 7, and it is the report of the lst of May, the last 
sentence of my quotatione , j igned by a zontleman called von 


Erdmannsdorfs; it avpears at ab is signature. The words I am asking you 


iis 


the British would coldly leave the 


pointed out that 


Did you have any requiremen tel he truth in a political con- 
versation? 
Well, we are not concerned with that ihis is a question of bringing 
situation in which the question can be solved Ciplomatically. If I 
the Hunrarians today == and 
out, then th 
be solved at 
strong 
language, just as the Frohrer always ordered me If hi wn foreign minister 
would have hinted at other possibilities hen that woul? naturally have caused 
great difficulties, and I should like to say that this wo ave meant that 
uncer all circumstances it would have led to ware Ve 2c. to Create a strong 
that we could solve this problem peacefullye 
Are you making that GB 290 or 289? 
x 
DAVID MAXVELL FYFE: 738 is 2900 
(continuing) May I perhaps add that the Hungarians were always some- 
what worried -- always agreeable to German foreirn policy =-=- and the fuchrer tol’ 
me that I shoul? use particularly forceful languare in that connectic 
often used toward 
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Qe You want us to assume that you were telling lies to the Hungarians 
but you are telling the truth to this Tribunal. “hat is what it eomes to 
shortly, isn't it? That is what you want us to understand =-= that you were 
telling lies to ths Hungarians but you are telling the truth to this Tribunal. 
That is what you want ı co understand. 

Me I don't know whether you can talk 
Prosecutore This is cdinlomacy: o * we were to bi about a powerful 
Situation, then of c 
often usec such lanruare > ordered n O use > sam I want to emphasize 
once more that 3 uch language ] icularly to my own department, the 

clear line of policy laid down if the 
f a problem,no matter what the circum- 
stances, so that if a war would arise it was our only chance to indicate a very 
strong attitude. But if you didn lo that, then war would have arisen in 
any CASCe 
Vell, now, I want you to hove in mind what Count Ciano ways that you 
him on, I think the llth or 12th of Aurust, just before your mee 
at, I think it was at Salzbure, with you and Hitler. You remember that 
ing to Count Ciano's diary he said that he asked ‘What do you want, 
Corridor or Danzig?" and that you lookcd at him and said, "Mot any more; 
want ware" Do you remember that? 
ıt is quite untrue. ole Count Ciano at the time 
on the same line -= that the Fuchrer is ermined to solve the 
Lolish problem one way or anoth: Those w he instructions I had from the 
Fuchrere That I am suppose’ to have sai’ that we wanted war, that is particu- 
larly Dade It must be ear to every diplomat thea xe doesn't say a thing 
like thet, not even to best and most faithful ally; but most certainly 
not to Count Ciano. 

Itc just like you to look at a report of the subsequent conversation 
that you had with Mussolini and Count Ciano not very long after, on the 10th 
of March 1940 =-=- that is, about nine months later. If you look at the document 
2835—PS, which will become GB 291, and if you will turn to, I think it is page 


18, line 19 -ə 
89h 
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Ae You mean page 18? 

Qe i remind you again, a conversation between you and Mussolini and Ciano 
on the 10th of March 1940, It begins by saving: The Reich Foreign minister 
recalled that he actually did state in Slaxburg to Count Ciano that he did not 
believe that England and France would assist Poland without further 
at all times the possibility of intervention by western powers must still be 
reckoned with. He was glad now about the course of events, because first of 
all it has always been clear that the differences would have to come sooner or 
later and they were inevitable. 

And then you go on to say that it would be a good thing to finish the 
conflict in the lifetime of the Fuchrere 

Ae Yes; that was after the outbreak of war, wasn't it? 

Qe Yes. What I om putting to you are these words: He was glad now 
ebout the course of events, because first of all it hea always been clear that 
differences would have to come sooner or later and they were inevitable. 

And if you will look at where tt says "secondly" =- 

fie Moy I reply 

Qe Yes; but what I am suggesting to you is that that shows perfectly 
clearly that Count Ciano is right, and that you wre very glal that the war did 
come, becnuse you thought this was an appropriate time for it to happen. 

don't find it; can't find ite ) e contrary, it says here that 
he was still expecting the possibility of an intervention on Britain's parte 
It says so here clearlye 

Qe But it is the second part that I am putting to youe I pass from 
point about British interventione I say he was slad now about the course 
events, and if you will look down at the paragraph, so that you will have 
min’, the third line says: 

Secondly, at the moment when England intorduced general conscription 
was clear that the relationship of the powcrs would not fornulate itself in 
the long run in favor of Germany and Italye 


fie May I ask where it says that? 


Qe A few lines further downe The word secondly is underlined, isn't it? 
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Ae No, it doesn't say so heres 


Qe 
about ten lines further one 


what is the British I 


iy e 
uncderstancde 


Q I 


went you to look at the next sentence 


long with the other things, was decisive 


the Polish question even under the dancer 


powerse The deciding a8, however,that a 


certain things lying downe ‘het I am saying ==- 


And that was your view at the time and 


afterwards as beines your view == that vou were 
ae. i J 


the Polish question even if it meant war? 


saying that you wanted ware That is whet am 


not correcte To the contrary 


Berchtesgaden that the Fuchrer was 


or another, or si 


because the Fuchrer was convinced 


Londen and Paris at Thus, he wanted clear 


orce e 


Italy woul be on our sive diplomatically. If the 


had said that the Fuchrer was not so ‘etermined to 


it would have been passed on immedi tely without 


was cetermined, if necessary even by war, to solve 


any other wey, then this 


for thet clear and strong diplomatic attitude 


But I don't know why what is being said 


Qe I want you to pass on to the last week 


shortly, because there is a lot of ground to 


y 3 


You agreed 


off the attack which was designed for 


thate I jst want you to have the dates in mind, 
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Secondly, at the moment when England introducec 


Prosecutor trying to prove 


before 


regt 


the 
determined 
Count Ciano was 


puttine 


etermined: to 


would definitely make war. 
which I 
here sh ul l 


in urust and take 


the morning of the 


NM 


LT 


1 general conscription ==- 


here? I don't quite 


answer my questions 
Fuchrer's decision to 
ntervention by the western 


power could not take 


view thet you declared 
that you wo le 


fectly 


to y 


yous 


told Count Ciano 


solve the prob 


was particularly necessary 


Rome would go to 
so that 
Fuchrer had or if I 
solve that problem, then 
the Fuchrer 


but since 


if it couldn't be solved 
is the explanation 
sl at that time. 


contracdictorye 


that arain 


COVEre 


in your evidence that on the 25th of August the Fuchrer called 


26th, You remember 





4.0 


Now, you have heard, you were here in court the lay Dahlerus gave his 


know that date very wello 


Gp were you not? 
he Yes, I was here, 
Qe An? let me remind you of the date, that on the evenine of the 24th 
the D,fencant Goering asked Herr Dahlerus to co to Lonton the morning to 
carry a forcward =-=- a pre-message -= of what the Fuchrer was 


to Sir Neville Henderson on the 25th. Do you remember that. was 


25th, at 1:30 =-= 





iu 


can't recollect the dates quite cxactly, but I think it was like that, 
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know these cates pretty well, onda the Tribunal will correct me if I 
as I have looked them up. That was the night 
the 24th; Dahlerus left on the morning of the 25th, and then 
25th--you said about noon; I am not quarreling with you for a 


4 1 


utes--midday the 25th the Fuchrer sow Sir Neville Hcnde 


And it was called the "Note Verbale", That is asking in general terms, 
I think it was git iim or handed to him in the cvening, and in mid- 
day he only talked to him he evening he dispatched ambassador Schmidt wi 
said there was a special message, «and asked him once more to put his government 
how serious the Fuchrer was about this message think that is contained in 
British Blue Book, 
Q Whenever you gave him the actual note, Hor 


View in the oral conversation which he had with 


+} as E. in qr. 
tne mornine ol 


message from Signor liussolini 
-Polish formal agrvement was 
about 4 otclockm That is what you have said, 
the first point that I am putting 
Herr Dahlerus w2 


Fuchrer to Sir Neville Henderson, it was the ion intention 


both the mess: 


signed in ordur to trouble the 


some effect on them withdrowi 


Do you want me to answer that? 
Certainly; I am asking you. 
I didn't quite rstand it, The situation is that I don't know the 
re Dahlerus head; an't talk about it. 
between Hitler and Sir Neville Henderson, I can say 


YJ 
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that in the morning I saw the correspondence between Mir, Chowberlain 


Hitler--I think datcd the 22nd, That correspondence finished in a sort of 


} 


deadlock. I talked to the Fuehrer afterwards, wond-ring whether I shouldn't 
3 O 


make yct another cffort to come Lo a solution with England. Subsequuntly, 
towards midday--1 think it was 1 or 2 o'clock-- the Fuchror mot Sir Neville 
in my presence and he told him that he should take his airplane and 
London so 2s to talk to the British Governnent a 
on that after solving the Polish problua of subi 
» Britain. I think he wss dictating it, but I havn't got that in 

recollection exactly. 

Then Sir Neville Henderson flew to Londo 


conversation, military measures were being 


Mussolini's refusal was received enrlic 


think it was in the morning. 1e or 5 j he afternoon I heard about the 


Polish-British agreuient being ratified, and I went to s he Fuehrer an 
Suggested to him to withdraw the military or 
short time, 
Goubt that in the meantine 
going on. Jus ow far they went I cann 
Fuchrer' was sencing that verbal note to England Nas under 
that if England w . react proptiy to that conflo:ration 


case militar 


d 


my 


I only recollect one thing, and that is that when I reecived the note 


rom the Fuchrer -- which I t ink was towards the ev. ing; certainly in the 


afternoon =- then those measures had alrvady been stopped or they were in 


the process of being stopped, But exact hours of course I cannot at the moment 


give you, I would have to have detailed evidence which unfortunately I havn't 


got here, But one thing is certain, and that is that it was the Fuehrer's 


suggestion at the time to offer -- there was an offer made to England so as 


try still to come to a solution of the Polish problem, iwhen I saw the Note 
Verbale I told hin, "How about the Polish solution?" and I still rcecollect 


that he said, "Let's send that note to the British, and if theyr vact to it 


then we can still see what to dc 
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I think military m 


casures i 


Tfr 
ve 


"we 


ped rpeviously or 
present at the 


22nd of Auzust, but you must 


Lou 


out since this trial started 


to minutes, have «< 


whether 


we told the truth or 


matters but victory." 


mpan 
VL moe 


is at Obe 


l you say 27th? 


@énd. What I an askin: 


ms 
t 
4 


~ yyte 
RO aANY 
Vovlllibe 


said anything you ? Lo 


the 29th, 


Tiras onr 
i sey Oey 


I just 
g 

much 
come to 


to the 2s 9th 


by the next 


Yese Well, it was 


$ 
Ad E Baasa 
(Interposin:) 


BI 


N00 


there or they had been stop- 


meeting of the Fuchrer and his Gene- 


hear tines 


nave 


account of 


% a 
Penicmocy 


y aki 


cine a war 


3 


anythin 


Sinilar to 


wasntt 
eh ad 


t present:. + think I 


iat is why 


wey 
d 


n Ọ . 


tine 


U 


Sir Neville |! 


tats 


LAUVLO!I 


roti 


because this isn't the correct 
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Q I am sorry, because this is only preilithinary, I thought it was common 
grounc that you saw Sir Neville on o 29th, that you put a number of terns, 


One of the terms was that a Polish plenipotentiary should be p 


30the If you don't agree with tha at, please tell me if I am wrong, because 


is my recollection of all docuncnts, 
Yes, that is correct, 
Q Now, on the 30th you have told us that your reason for not sivine 
a copy of the terms to Sir Neville was, first, bec 
you not to sive a copy, And I think your r 
the Polish plenipotentiary had not arrived, and therefore it was 
giving a copy of the terms, That's richt, isn't it ? 
Yes, that's correct, That's richte 
Q Now, these terms that wore given, that were real out by you, were 
not ready on the 29th, because in your communication demanding a plonipotén# 
tiary you i he came on tho 30th you would have terms ready by that time, 
So nay I take it that these terns were drawn up bu Hitle 
he Foreign Office between the 29th and the 30th 2 


personally, I think there were 16 points, if I re- 


you really expect after the treatment of von Schuschnigg 


= 


j\les would be willinc to send < fly into the spider 
t 


cortianly expec 
sesture, one hint, fron 
that .nbassador to Berlin, 
ma, that cither 
terns would stand a ) use Hitler's phrase, propagandistic cause for 
the war, or else you would be 
potentiary, to do: exactly what 
and Hacha, and get a surrender 
mind ? 
No, The situation was different, I must say that oh the 29th the Fuche 
ror told the . British Ambassador that he would draft these conditions or this 
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agreement and until the arrival of the 


them at the of the 


this would b 


Neville 


after the Br 
of the extromely tense 
ican of ‘otiation. 
Decisive, therefore, 
of the 30th and 3lst, the Fu 
that the possibility of a 
August we never heard a 
Only at midnight, I think, 
sione 
In the 
of goneral 
to a consid 
critical stage 
lory was. New 
fugitives, 
with clectrici 


The Fuchrer 


efinit + 


Fuchrer that 


Bir 


Henderson accepte 
itish reply had been received 


situation 


is the follow That 
hrer h 

solution cxisted 
ything 


the 


DATS 
e Polis 
ish Goverment. At le 

were his words 


i that, and I 


m the 28t 


these 
During 
all from Britain, 


British Ambassador 


eet E he ie Seat Vat Ae 2 AE EA EEA 7 R 
possibility existed, therefore, cither t 


AnA T TA - -r 
one would come to 


Be rlin, 


or that the Polish 


yhagsn | 


Ossibilitics 


the necessary authorities. Those wore the possibilit 


eo Lurthor. 
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would place 


was hoping that 


he Fuchrer, 


and in spite 


between Poland and Germany, agreed to this 


these critical days 

knew 
whole of the 30th of 
nothing definite, 


annrt 
rer JL U 


has] 
Wwe 


hich excited the Fuchrer 
‘ht to a more 
1 at the 


Chan cele 


streans 


1t he did nob receive 
place. It 


that con 


been clearly 
cqual terms. The 
or that some= 
hh 


be given 


I would like to 
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It was really only possible thas during the 30th or even 
late at nicht or until the morning when the march began, that at 1 
Polish Ambassador Lipski would recoive thority to receive at least th 
German proposa s, If this had been lone, then the diplomatics negotiations 


would have started at least, and for the tine being the crisis w | have 


believe ==- and I have said already =- that there 
been no objections. that . everybody would havi appreciate! it, if the 
negotiations that I have deseribec here had existec, any intervention fro 


British Goverment luring the 30th or 31st an? neotiations 


put on a reasonable basis on the stroncti proposals which 


n't have be 


1 


“cpressing for the Pokes, I believe that on the is these 
ch were perfectly in keepin: with 
1 reference to the plebiscite in that Corridor, 


solution for P and. 


THE PRESIDE The Tribunal will adjourn now for ten minut 


at z NE San 
recess was takona) 


Ii 


the 





MY 


THE FRESIDENT: Defendant, the tribunal desires me to say that they 


1 Apr-A-DiR-18-1 


think that ur answers and your explanaticns are toco long, too argumentative, 
y P s) 2 : 

ana toc repetitive and they are -upon matters which have been gone over and 

over again before the Tribunal, so they woulc therefore ask you to try and 


as possiblee 


TNE SC e 


WW S ND $ 


BY SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 
Did I uncerstnad you correctly, witne 
knew about the ccnnection between Guisling and the Defendant R 
spring and summer 139 S zefore the wareesprin 
before Yune 

thet Rosenberg 
in Norway and .uisling was one, 1 is name meant nothing at that 


On the wish of the Fuchrer, I gave istosenber: certain mo 


in Norway for newspaper propaganda, 


You didn't know, as I umierstand y ur testimony, 


} } 


wuisline's men had been in a training school in Germany in jucus 
before the war? 

I don't remember thate I heard cf it through a document here 
and I don't recall that I knew anything uf it at that timee did know 
anything of it, then I didn't know what the matter was at han 

Lick you know that the Ger ans living 
enlarge and extend the staff cf the various German official agencies, the 


L 


i the consulates, son aftor the 


beginnin h- war? 


remember that at the moment at 
about that if that was the case 
It is the quotation from the year bock of the NSDAF. 
the moment is whether or not you knew about thate 
you cicn!t<. 
I didntt. 
Did you know at the time in Decenber, 1939, that „uisling 
interviews with Hitler on the 16th and 18th December? 
No. hat was the date, may I ask? 


16th and 18th Decenber, 1; 39.—through the Defendant Raeder-= 
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A No, I knew nothing about these Ciscussions. 

So that practically, the first matter thet you knew about in regard 
to Norway was, first, when you got the letter from Raeder, cated the 3rd of 
April? 

No, I believe that was a letter from Keitel. 

I beg your pardone It is a mistake of mines I am sorrye Do you 
remember a letter from Keitel, where he says "The Military Occupation of 
Denmark and Norway had been by command of the Fuehrer, long in preparation 
by the High Comnand of the Wehrmacht =e tho High Command of the Vehrna it 
hac therefore ample time to oemupj, itself with all the questions ccnnected 
with the carrying out of this crerations" 

able to shorten the matter Yor cre really not a good pe 
about the earlier preparaticns with regard to Norway, because you weren't 
in on these earlier discussions with .uisling and with Raeder anc Hitler, 
Is that tight? If so, I will leave the su>ject. 
‘ic not participate in those things but I should like to 
make one thing clear, that I received this le r only some days later. 
The first intimation I hac of the intentions of the cccupation of 
I received ab ut thirty hours sac. of time, The letter was 
uncer way than it should have been, 

then I shall not occupy time because there is a go 
and I will take you straicht to the question of the-Lew Countries. 
heard me read, and probably other people reac, mre than once, the statement 
of Hitler’s on the 22n¢ of August 1937ə An ‘r possibility is the violation 

wiss neutrality, I have no doubt that 
States, as well as Sca canavia, will defend their neutrality »y all available 
England and France will not violate the neutrality of these ntriese 
what Hitler said on the 22nd of August. Y 
ain if he expressed the same opinion to you? 
thas 
you know that from a very early date, on the 7th of Oct 
1332; thet an ariy Group order was given that Armed Group P is to 
preparations, accorcing to special orders, for immediate invasion of 
and Belgian territory if the political situation so demandse Did you 


f that order cn the7th of October? _ 
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A Noe I believe I heard it here but I cidn't knew about it before, 
And did you know that on the 9th of Octcber,’ Hitler issued a 
directives "A long waiting period results not only in the cnding to the 
advantage of the Western Fowers, of Belgian, anc perhaps also of Dutch 
neutrality, but also strengthens the military power of our enemies to an 
increasing degree, causes confidence of the neutrals in 
victory to wanee Sroperstions shculd be 


4 


northern flank of the Yestern Front ) g€ the area of Luxembourg, 3elgiun, 


and Holland, This attack must be carried cut 28 s 1S anc as forcid 


3 


*~ youknow thet Hitler issued that cirective 


re concerne’, you tell the Tribunal thot 
Hitler cave his assurance, the many assurances, “in Aucust an October, without 
telling his forei-n mi 
the directive for the 


as to his 


pretty sure of that, otherwise I shoul? recall it. I 
ne thing, that such thoughts, whether or n e should advance in the 
West, after the 
I Sece If yu say that is 
pass an to s*mething s.cut which you 
remember the meetin? of Hitler and ycurself with Cian 
12th of Aucust 1939? 
document re 
vant you to just 1 
follow while I reac 
ra it is a 


ner whole attitude se of conflict..." 


makes it clear by. her wh le 
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, On paze 2? 


N 2 be f he $ 
Tt should be on page 2, on my page twoe It may be further -n in 


veginning of the paragraph? 
1 makes it clear,..." It is two paragraphs on from 


that point "Count Ciano sh-wed signs cf e.e" 
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Qe Would you look at the next sentence, "Generally spenkinzeee" This is 
next sentence but ones 

"Generally speaking, it would be best to liguidste the pseudoencutrals 
after the other. This is fairly easily cone if one Axis partner protects 
rear of the other who is just finishing one of the uncertain neutrals, 
vice cersoe Italy may consider Yuroslavia such an uncertain neutral. 

"At the visit of Prince Regant Paul, he, Hitler surrested, rartic.‘ arly 

atthe consideration of Italy, that Prince Faul clarify his p-litical att .-ude 


towards the Axis by a gesturee He ha thoucht of » closer connection with the 


J 


Wa 


Axis, and Yugoslavia'ts leaving the League of Nations. Prince Paul az 

the latter. Recently the Prince Regent was in London and scucht reassurance 

of the Western Pwers. The same thing was repeated that happened in the case of 
Kafenku who was also very reasonable during his visit to Germany and who 

denied any interest in the aims of the Jcstcrn democracies." 

Now, that was Hitler's formulation of his policy, and mey I state that 
that was the policy which you were assisting to carry out, tc liquidate the 
pseudoeneutrals one after the other, and include among these pseudo-neutrals 
Yugoslavia? 

fie No, that is not to be wmderstood in that waye I must state the 
following in this connection. The situation was this: Hitler wanted to keep 
Italy alert. Italy was always ¢ > a Fo 
spoke at that time in a way designed to tell Italy that if it had any 
difficulties with Yugoslavia, Germany would support Italy. 

The situation was this, that Germahy, with 
taken some positions in Europe peacefully, during which Italy supporte: 

I remember the citation. 

Qe But it isn't an explanation of the wores I put to you which is 
inportant thia. ct woul be to liauidate unccrtsin neutrals one after 
the other." Aro vou denyine that that was your policy, to liquidate uncertai 
neutrals‘ 


ie No, tha: san't he taken so literally. They were di 


cucsions, 
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(Interposin¢g) I want to e= 

(Internesine) This was a question of Yuroslavine 

This had always been Mussolini's view, hadn't it, that the Balkans 
should be attacked at the earliest possible opportunity? 

That I con't knows 

fe’l, would you look at Document 2818-PS. My Lord, this will 
GB=292 6 

Do you remeber this is the secret additional protocol to the 

alliance pact between Germany ond Italy made on the 22nd of May, 1! 
appended to it there are some comments by Mussolini on the 
Do you see? 

that page? 

iell, I jist wanted you to look at two passarese Ds you see where 

nts by Mussolini begin? Under the pact itself, do you sce the comment 


y Mussolini? 


[Oe l says: 
cen the plutocratic and therfore selfishly conservative 


n 


naticns and lee One must 
prepare in the light of this situation," 
Now, if you will turn to paragraph 7, 
the wor will be postponed, 
"The war which the great democracies are prensri is a war of exhaustion. 
One must therefore start with the worst assumption waich contains 100 per 
cent proborfsity: The Axis will get nothing more from the rest of the world. 
1E the etegic positions 
cf a war of exnaustion conside 
ie Danube and Balkan crea immediately 
One cannot be satisfied with declarations 
ecupy the territories and use them for the procure- 


necessary food and industrial war sup»lies." 
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Do you see that? O don't you agree that it was Mussolini's view that the 
Balkans should be attacked at the earliest ~Nossible moment? 
I remarked, this is the first time I have seen this report of 
Mussolinie 
Qs Now, I want you to come to the remarks of Hitler's which you have 
seen considerably more then oncee You remember, after the Simovitsch coun 
d'etat on the 26th of March, there was a meeting, a conference with Hitler, 
Where he announced his policy: 
"The Fuchrer is determined, without waitinr for possible loyalty de- 
ions of the new rovernment, to make all nrenarnations in order to destroy 
lavia militarily and in a national unit, No Ciplomatic inquiries will 
ve nor vltimatums presented. Assurances of the Yugoslav Government, 
which cannot be usted anyhow in the future, will be taken not of, The attack 
LS soon as the meons and troops available for it are reacye" 
Do you remember Hitler saying that on the 27th of March? 
have that in my hande Could I perhaps see the dccument? 
Don't you remember it? Don't you remember it? as been read many 
timos in this Court, Hitler's statement. 
remember it, not the individual words, but 
the sense of it, and Ir 
was the policy =-= 
(Interposine) I don't know what you are driving ate 
11, I'll put it to you nowe ‘hat I am lriving at is this, that it 
attack Yugoslavia without askine them for assurances, with- 
“attack Yugoslavia and to 
Isn't that right? 
the situation wns entirely different. 
I want your explanation of these point which I have specifically 
read and mentioned to youe "No diplomatic inquiries will be madee" ‘hy did you 
decide, or why did Hitler decide, and you help, in attakine Yugoslavia without 
making any diplouatic inquiries, without giving the new government any chance 


to rive you assurances? Why did you do it? 
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Ae Because the new government had been formed, above all, by England. 
As I discovered in the course of the previous negotiations, this was admitted 
to mee It was perfectly clear to me when the Simovitsch putsch was carried 
out thet behind Simovitsch's government there were enemies of Germany and that 
this army was mobilizing in order to attack the Italian army from the rear. It 
was not my policy, but I entered these negotiations of which you are sp aking 
later, anc Hitler apocictically stated his attitude without giving anyone a 
chance to contradict. I was present thene I hada serious conversation with 
the Fuehrer 

nink it right to attack this country without any diplomatic 


measures being taken at all, to use Hitler's words "with unmerciful harshness"; 


Did you think that was right? 
12 & simple questiòne Did you think it was right? 
can answer this question neither with yes nor no without giving an 
explanati-n of my answer e 
you needn't answer ite If you can' answer that question yes or 
dn't answer it at all. And you come on to the next point which is 
of Russia. 
nlorstand your statement, you said that Hitler 
had decided to attack C riet Union after M, Molotov's visit to Berlin on, 
think, the 12th of November of 1940, 
that because I didn't know it. 

Tell, as I understood it, one of the reasons which you were giving 
as a justifiration for the attack on the Soviet Union was what was said by Me 
Wolotov during his visit of November 1940. Isn't that what you said? 

That was one of the reasons that caused the Fuehrer concerne 
not know anything about an attack at that time. 

Qe You know that the defenda odl says that even during the western 
campaign ==- thst is, Moy d June 1940 == Hitler had told him that he had mace 
a fun‘amental decision to take steps against this danger, that is, the Soviet 


Union, "the moment cur military position made it at all possinle." 
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q you know that? 


T 
a 


found that out for the first time here in NurnberZe 


“hat is Lel72, USe34, Jodl's lecture. 


And cid you know that on the 14th of Aucust 1940, General Thomas was 
informed during a conference with Goering that the Fuchrer desired punctual 
to the Russians only until the spring of 1941; that "later on + 


ns 
would have no further interest in completely satisfying the Russian < 
“fd you know th 


A . J No 8 £ ? i al n > 


Qe anc did you knw that in November of 1940, General Thom 


mas and 
Secretary of State Koerner, Neumann, Becker, and General von Hannecken were 
informed by Goering of the action planned in the East? 

“id you know that? 
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No, I did not know that either. 
You know now, don't you, that a lone time before any of the matters 
in VM, Melotov'’s visit came up for discussion, Hitler hac determined 
attack the Ssvict Union? 
net knew that at alle I knew that Hitler had Qoubts, but 
t knows I knew nothing about militery prepnrations, because 
province. 
Even on the 18th of December, when Hitler issued the directive number 
it? 
Ae Yos, becouse nrecisely in December, as I happen to remember, I haż a 
long talk with the Fuehrer in order to get his approval in winning the Soviet 


Union as a party to the threcenower pact, ond to incorporate them into the 


threcepower nacte Hitler was not altogether enthusiastic about this idea, but 


3 


he toll me, "Ye have carried out vari us things, anà we might even carry out 
This was in December, and I remember that very precisely as it hannened. 
Qe Do you understand what you are saying? 
As There is an affiĉavit available of a witness, who can testify to this, 
which the defense is sing t- produces 
uncerstanc what you are sayin’? This is after the defendant 
Goering had announced it t General Thomas and these uncer-secretaries, after 
the “irective hn actually cone out for Bar? Is: and you are saying that 
Hitler lot you suggest that you should y d get the Soviet Union to join the 
throc=-nower pact, without ever telling you that he hac his orders out for the 
of the Soviet Union. Do you really expect anyone to beliove thet? 

I aien't quite understand the question. 

The questi Sy lo you really expect anyone to believe that after it 
had been announced time and again that the Riech was goinz to attack the viet 
Union, and afterthe actual tirective had gone out for the attack, that Hitler 
let you toll him that you were thinking of askinz them tc join the three-nower 
pact? Is that you evicence? 

Ae Yes, that is exactly the way it wase, I sugrested this to him arain 


in Vecenber, and received his assurance that we would talk about it later. I 


knew of no »lans for an attack on Russiae 
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Qe And it was quite clear that as far as your department was concerned 
you wore getting the most favorable reports about the Soviet Union and about 
unlikeliness >f the Soviet Union making any incursion into political affairs 
inimical to Germamy? Is that richt, so far as your reports from your own 
Ambassador and your own people in Russia were concerned? 

Ae, Reports of this sort came fr-m the legations in Moscowe There were 
always such tiplomatic reports, which I submitted to the Fuehrer. ilowevop . th. 
FPuchrer insisted that the diplomats in Moscow were the worst informed men in the 
wo rl fle 

Qe But thet was your honest view, based on your own informotion, t 

m Russia, that Russia was keeping honestly to the arrece 
ment that she hac male with yous That was your honest vi-w, was it not? 
I didn't say thate Those were the reports from the diplomats, which 


WT 


we receive’ from Moscowe 
Dicn't you believe them? Didn't you believe your ow staff yourself? 
Ae I was very skeptical myself as to whether these reports were reliable 
because they were reports of an altosether different sort that could be had at 
the Fuchrer's heacquarterse Regarding the political attitude, some thing else 
was true agnin. 


A 


Ye At any rate, in the sprin? of 1931, your office joined in the pre- 


parations for the attack on the Soviet Union, did it not? 


7 


Ae I con't know precisely when, but in the sprinz thinzs reached a climax 
anc there must heve been conferences that dealt with the possibility of a con- 
flict with the Soviet Union, However, I don't know anything about that now, 
in detail. 

Qe I see. Again, I don't want to occupy too much time over it, but it is 
right, is it not, that in 4:ril of 1941 you were cooneratine with Rosenberer'ts 


nt ; a + ney s on . eS Ai . b pn m S Š 
ffice in preparing for the taking over of Eastern ferritories, anc, on the 18th 


yu issued a memoran?um with regard to the preparation of the naval 


ie So far as the Preparations with Rosenberg are concerne, that is in 
errore I spcxe about this mattor to Rosenberg only after the -uthreak of war. 


O P ¢ tha mn - npa q À mad A 2 . 1 
So far as that navy nemorancum is c neerned, I saw that 7>cument here; I ha? not 
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own of it previously. I believe it is a memranĉum about international law 
matters which misht arise in connection with a sea war in the Baltic Sea. 

Qe It says: he Foreign Office has prepared, for use in Barbarossa, 
the attacked draft of a declaration of cperational zonese" Don't you remember 
anything about that? 

No, that did nc ench me at all then. That was settled by ancther 
of£ficee Of course, I was entirely responsible for anything that happened in 
my ministrye 

fasn't Ambassacor Ritter the liaison officer between your office and 
the ehrmacht? 

Ae Yes, that is sce 

Qe Now, acain, I want you to help me abcut one or two other matters. You 


have tol us thet you negotiated the antieCommintern pret back in 1936, and 


of course at that time the anti-Commintern pact =-= an^ I think you said so 


yourself -ə was ‘irccted arainst the Soviet Union. That is so, isn't it? 


nevertheless, had cer- 


tain political implicati 


1e 27th of September, 
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It had in itself nothing to 
economic y and military pact. 
W, the fact is--anc 
that you were urging Japen to enter t Nal vite carly in ierch 
weren't you? 
That could be, for an attack on England. 
Yes, I an taking. it shortly, because you have given your expl-nation, 
You say you were at wor with England, anc thercfore you were entitled to sve 
an ally in the Japanese, That is your point, is it not? 
I donit believe I did anything other than what any other diplomat 
have done, cither in Englanu or Soviet Russia, 
Q I am not going to put any points to you on that actual fact, but it 
occur to you quite ocrly, didn't i zt if Japan came into the war, then 
a possibility that the United 
And you agrved, in April of 
fact thst Japan would be involved 
pered to fight the United Status 
lo, not in that phrasi: I I did ever; ; I could, until 
day of Pearl Harbor, to keep America out of the wr I believe that that 
proved by many documents thot I have scen here for the first tinc, 
Well now, since you szid tha would like you to look et document 
of your book, at 
Yes 
29th of Novu.ber, 


saying this to nine- if you 


"Ribbentrop: It is cssuntia he order in the F-st 
Asia without losing this opportunit; vee has never been, snd probably never 
will be, a tine when closer 
portant. If Japan hesitates at this time and Germany goes ahead and establishes 
her European new order, all the misitcry night of Britoin anc the United State: 


j] 


inst Japan, ås Fuchrer Hitler said today, 'there are 


will be concentrated ag 
fundamental differences in the vory right to exist between Guriicony and Japan, 


and the United States,'t Lae 
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We have received ndvice to 


of the Japanese-United States neg 


beenuse of the fact the Unitcc 


is indeed the fact of the case, 


Britain and the United States, I 
the interests of Germany and Jap: 
results for Japan herself," 

Do you still soy, in view 
made to the Japanese subossador, 
United States? Susss 
Japan to g 

contradict you 
know about this cocument; I con 
rate szid that, 
opposite, the documents which 
the United State 

I have been reflecting nere r 
have been brought 
here--a half cozen 
I can 


the wer, 


States intransigent 


States is puttin; up 2 stiff front. 


Fon 


est to you that you were 


wher by 


and I rogret thzt 


ALL 


ffect that there is practically no hope 
tiations being concliuccc successfully, 
If this 
if Japon reaches a2 decision to fight 
an, confidcnt that that will not only be to 


aes 
Oring 2p 


n Jointly, but would ut favorrble 


+ 


th:t cocument and that statement that you 


+ 


thet you were trying to prevent war with the 


v 


ing everything to encourage 


to war with the United States, 


Lr. Prosecutor; that is not true. I don't 
t know where it cme from; I never at any 


ell the other docunents thet prove the 


12 4 
oa 


did aske efforts to stop 
not becn produced here, 
how this situation could 


n 


presented 
wish to kcep imerica from 


despite the United 
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I can only explain this in this way: That the Japanese ambassador wanted some- 
thing to happen and I know I sent many telegrams to Tokyo in order to ret Japan! 
participation in the war against Sincaporee I believe that what you have just 
read is an incorrect transcript of some conference or othere I ask you to rive 
the defense an opportunity to submit many documents up to this very late, which 
will prove the exact opposite of what you have here stated. 

Ye Vell, this is the official report to the Government >f the Japanese 
Ambassador. You say that he is wrons when he says that you told him -- he rive; 
your exact words == that you wers comforted that it would not only be in the 
interest -f Germany and Japan, but woul? favorably brine the cesired results? 

fell, just l-ok at the next Cocument, if you “eny thet once On pare 356. 
This is another report of the Japanese arbassador an? he said: 

"The day after Pearly Harbor, at one ofelock, I called on Forcign Ministed 
Ribbentrop and told him our wish was to have Germany an’ Italy issue formal 
declarations of war on America at oncce Ribbentrop replied that Hitler was 
then in the: t a conierence at general headquarters, Ciscussine how the 
formalities of declarinr war could he carried out, so as to make a good ime 
pression on the German neople and that he would transmit your wish to him at 
once and do whatever he was able to hove it carried out properly." 

Now, lock at the Inst 

"At that time Ribbentrop told me the n the morning of the 8th, Hitler 
issued orcers to the entire German Navy to attack American ships whenever and 
wherever they micht moet the," 

That was three lays Lofore the declaration >of ware You say that that 
report of the Japanese ambassador is also wronr? 

Ae I believe that's in errore 

s wrong about it? 
elieve it's in error. That was after rearly Harbore 
Exactly, the day after Pearly Harbore 
That was an order of Adolf Hitler's to attack American ships which 


as everyone knows, had been attackine German shins for monthse 
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Qe ‘shen you say "attacking Gerran ships", do you mean defending theme 
selves against German submarines? 

fie No, so far as I know, for months before Pearly Harbor we had delivered 
an official protest to the United States, in which we pointed out, in the case 
of the two Uebcats Griz and Kerne, that these two boats had pursued German 
submarines and hac thrown cen poms at them. I believe the United States 
acmitted this ovenly. I mentioned yester*ay that Hitler said in his snecch 
in Munich that he dic not rive tho or 0 shoot or to attack American vessels 
but he hac given the order to fire busk if they fired firste 

Qe hat I sant to know from you is this: 

Did you apnrove of the policy of orcering the entire German Navy to attack 
American ships whenever ani wherever they might meet them three days before war 
was ceclared? Did you approve of that? 

Ae I can't say anything about that now because I don't remember it and 
don't even know the (>cumente 

Qe Now, I want to ask you about 

It wul? hive een understandable 

Qe You have piven your answere “o yo emember in June, 1944, that there 
was a conference abcut which we've heard evičence rerardins the shootinr of 
what is known as "terror flyers"? 

Now, just listen to this question an^? O Ansy orrectly, if you 
woule Is it correct, as is stated in the report, that you wished to incluce 
among terror flyers every type of terror attack on the German civilian populae 
tion, that is, inclucins bombing att-cks on cities? Is it richt that you wish 
to include that the airmen enraged in attacks ~an German cities as terror flyers 

Ae No, it is not truce 

Qe doll, losk at pare 391le This report signed by General Warlimont 
on the conference on the 6th of June, and in the fourth line == well, let me 
read ite It says: 

"Obcrerunpenfuehrer Kaltenbrunner informed the deputy chief of staff in 
Klessheim on the afternoon of the Sth that a conference on this question had 


been held shortly before hotween Goerin- er P, and Himmlere VYontrary to 
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the original sugresticn made by Ribbentrop, who wished to include very type of 
terror attack on the German civilian population, that is, nlso bombine attacks 
on cities, it was agreed at the above conference that merely the other attacks 
carried out with aircraft crmament should be incluced.” 
Do you say thet Kaltenbrunner was wrong when he sei? that you wished to 
include every tyne of attack? 
fe Yester’ay I answered this esti-n at lencth. I answered this questi 
I think, very exhaustively. If you wish, I can renent it 
fell, I don't want you to. repent ite I want you to answer my 
Do you sry that Kaltenbrunner is wrong when he wait at this conferen 
you wished to ir ne those who were enraged in the mbing of cities? 
nll, so far as I know, this conference 
never took place; 
yesterilaye 
fell, answer my questione 
No, that is nct true as you ] sated ite 
I sece Then answer this questione you approve that the treatment 


of those that you called "terror flyers" 


to be lynched by the population or else that they shoula landed over to the 


rlishe 


stated 


ae approve 1 this craft," 
nP 


A 


raft says, "The German authorities are not 


a <P) 


ficial intervened, 


De you arree with that view? Is that your view of the lynching of flyers? 


NT 


>, that isn't my view cither. I explained yesterday very exhaustivel 


what my attitude was. This document is a statement on the part of the Foreign 


Office. I don't know where it came frome It was submitted to me an? I cia not 
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approve this document as it is submitted to me heree I sent it to the Fuchrer 
anc asked him to 7ecide ab i Fuchrer then regarded this document 
as nonsense anc therwith the matter was dropped. 


Ye So that, with regard to is >u say that when Varlimont says that 


Ambassador Ritter acvised the ‘chrmacht by telephone on 29 June that you 


approved the draft, that either ‘arlimont is not speakine the truth or Ritter 


is not speakine the truth? 

ie t any rate, it is not true because it can be seen from another 
ocument that I have seen here that this document was sent te the Fuchrer 
and that I said there that the Fuchrer must approve ite I sce no other 


document rerarcing ite That's my recollection of the matter. 





0). NUN 


Q Well, then, if you referred to the Fuchrer's vicw, let's just have a 


s 


aprel=..-RT=21-1a 


Look at what that was. Have a lok at Coewnent 3780-PS, which will be GR=293 


which is an account of a necting thet you anc Hitler hac with Oschina on the 


27th of liay, 1944. It's on page 11, linc 9 to 12, Do you renaiber in your 
presence Hitler advising Oschina that the Japanese should heng, not shoo 
every .uericcn terror pilct; that the Americans will think it over bef 
makin; such attacks? Dic you agree with that view? 
No, I uo not agree with that view. If that is in this document, tho 
not my opinion, i 
Q. I see, Well, now-- 
I con't even know if you seid here where i 
runember 
Seen in is document was b sht about by the terrible 


> £ 


before, 


int because it is of 


have answered my 


as A s] ) rv 
4 dv „lag Luf r A Je 


about 


after 
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A Yes, I doe 

Q You remember that my colleacue, Mr. Eden, made a strong statement in 
the House of Commons, saying that these men had been murdered and that Great 
Britain would exact justice upon the murders? Do you remember that, in June 
of 1944? 

A .. heard cf this speech on the part of Mr. Eden in the House of 
Commons, yeSe 

Q And co you remember that the Reich Government issued a statement 

saying that in a communication by the Reich Government conveyed tc the 


British via Switzerland this unqualifiable charge of the British Foreign 


Minister hac been sharply refuted, that being issuec in July, 1944? Do you 


remember that beinz issued? 

A No, I don't remember the content. I do remember, however, this: 
That at that tine we received documentation of what had havpened and that it 
was communicated to us bySwitzerland. T} s all I knew about itẹ 

That is what I wanted to ask you: Did you know at the time that 
this statement was issued -= Cidyou know that these officers had been murdered 
d? 
I cid not. I heard that these men had been shot while trying to 
that time we, to be sure, did have the impressicn that everything 

vas not in order == 

W% Let me take it in the statements, Who told you the lie that these 
men had deen shot trying to escape? 

I don't remember, At that tine we received cccurentaticn from the 

proper office == 

Q From whom did you get your documentation which contained bhat lie? 
Did ycu get it from Himmler or Goering -~ 

A I can't ræamemuepe, 

Q Then you tcid us, I think, that you had a god idea that things were 
not all right, hadn't you? 

A Y2Be 

Q Thank youe Now, I want you to tell us a word about your connection 


with the SS. You are not su-sesting, are yu, at this stave of time that you 
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were merely an honorary member of the SS? It has been suggested by y 


Counsel, and I am sure it must have been on 


some mistake of information that 
you were merely an honorary member of the SS. 


That is not the case, is it? 
A That is no misunderstanding, 


W2Se 


That is exactly the way the situation 
I received from Adolf Hitler the SS uniform. 4+ served no office in 
the SS, but as Foreign Minister or previvusly as Ambassador it was customary 
that one had a rank of some sort and I hae the rank of SS Fuehrer, 


Q I put ti entirely t> you that that is entirely untrue, th: 
joined the SS 


at you 
before ycu became Amba 


ssacor at Large in May 1933, isn't that 
right? 


A at any rate I did belcne to the SS, yes 


C86 
Q You said just now it was hon rary, bec 


ause Hitler wanted you to have 
a uniform. I am putting it to you whether you joined the 5S in 


c = in May, 1933, in 
the ordinary way. Did ycu? 


& Of course, you had to make an application, but the fact that this, that 
I was always going around to assemblies in a brown coat and 


when that was. It must ha 


ave been 1933, 
And after you made a plication y 


they wanted me to 
wear a uniform. I dontt know 


oo high 
ndartenfuehrer, didn't you? 


Yes, that could be, 
3 And you only became an Oberfuehrer 


n the 20th of April 1935, a 
Brizadcfuehrer in June 1935 and G 


Gruppenfuehrer 
That was after you b 


vecame an Ambassador, 


m the 13th of September, 1936 


nd Obergruppenfuehrer on the 20th 
of April 1940. Before you v 


> made 
mad 


e an ambassacor ycu had been in all the ss 
offices for three ars anc you hac received promction in the ordinary way, 
when you did your work with 


theSS, isn't that so? 


A Without ever doing anything myself in the SS, 
Q dust look. It is GBe2h, Document D-7hbed. 


You may take it; 


The correspondence is 
TLUAB e you need not go throuzh it in cetail, 


your application, with all the particulars. 


That is 


I just want to ask you one or 
two things about it, 


You asked to join, did you not, the Totenkopf, the Death 
Head Division of the ss? 


å No, that can't be so 
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were merely an honorary member cf the SS? It has been suggested by your 


Counsel, and I am sure it must have been on some mistake of information that 
you were merely an honorary member of the SS. That is not the case, is it? 

A That is no misunderstanding. That is exactly the way the situation 
wase I received from Adolf Hitler the SS uniform, I served no office in 
the SS, but as Foreign Minister or previously as Ambassador it was customary 
that one had a rank of some sort and I had the rank of SS Fuehrer, 

Q I put ti entirely to you that that is entirely untrue, that you 
joined the SS before you became Ambassador at Large in May 1933, isn't that 
right? 

A at any rate I did belong to the SS, yeso 

Q You said just now it was honorary, because Hitler wanted you to have 
a uniforme I am putting it to you whether you joined the SS in May, 1933, in 
the ordinary way. Did you? 

& Of course, you had to make an application, but the fact that this, that 
I was always going around to assemblies in a brown coat and they wanted me to 
wear a uniform. I don't know when that was. It must have been 1933, 

Q And after you made application you joined the SS in the not too high 
rank of Standartenfuehrer, didn't you? 

4 Yes, that could be, 

@ And you only became an Oberfuehrer m the 20th of April 1535, a 
Prigadefuehrer in June 1935 and Gruppenfuehrer on the 13th of September, 1936, 
That was after you became an Ambassador, And Obereruppenfuehrer on the 20th 
of April 1940. Before you were made an Ambassador you had been in all the SS 
offices for three years and you hac received promotion in the ordinary way, 
when you did your work with theSS, isn't that so? 

A Without ever dving anything myself in the SS. 


Q Just lock, It is GB=2), Document D=7yeA. The correspondence is 


Thb-Be You may take it; you need not go throuwh it in detai}, That is 


your application, with all the particulars, I just want to ask you one or 
two things about ite You asked to join, did you not, the Totenkopf, the Death 
Head Division cf the SS? 


A No, that can't be so, 
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Q Don't you remember getting a special Death Head ring and dageer from 
Himmler for your services? Dontt you? 

A No, I don't remember, I never belonged tc the Death Head Division, 
You were just talking about a Death Head Divigion, were you not? 

Q A Death Head Division, 

A No, that isn't so. That is an error, It may be so that I at one 
time received a dagger; that is possible, 

Q And the ring, tooe Here is a letter dated the Sth of November, 1935, 
to the Personnel Office of the Reichsfuehrer §S: "In reply to your question, 
I have to inform you that Brigacefuchrer von Ribbentrop's ring size is 17, 
Heil Hitler, signed: Thorner." He is your adjutant, Do you remember 
getting that? 

A I believe that everyone received such a ring but I don't remeber 
precisely, But no doubt it is true, 

Q And you took, didn't you, contimoug interest in the SS from 1533 up 
to well into the war? I think your correspondence with Himmler goes on to 
well into 191 or 19)2, 

“ Yes, that is quite possible, yes, Ofc urse, we had a great deal to 
do with the SS in all fields, 

© You had, and especially in the field of concentration camps, hadn't 
you? Are you saying that you didn't know that Eoncentration camps were being 
carried on on an enormous scale? 

A No, I knew nothing about that, 

Q I want you to lcok around for the moment, (A map in back of the 


witnessebox was unveiled). That is an enlar-ement cf the exhibits put in by 


the French Prosecution and these rec spots are concentration camps. Now, I 


would just like you to lcok at ite We will see now what significance there 
is in the lceation of your various residences, There one north of Berlin, 
Sonneburg, Do you see roughly where that is on that map? 

A Sonneburg is one hour's auto ride from Berlin, 

Q North of Berlin? 

“ East of Berlin, 

Q Let's take another onee You are quite near it yourself -- your schloss 


or towef at Fuschl, That is quite near the border, just over the border, and 
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very near it -= the group of camps which existed around Mauthausen, Do you 


see them, just above your right hand? Do you see the group of camps, the 
Mauthausen group? 

A I should like to state on my oath that I heard the word "Mauthausen" 
for the first time in Nurnberg, 

Q let's take another of the places. You say you didn't go there very 
often, but you used to == 

A I believe I can nake this much more brief for you. I can say I knew 
of only two concentration camps or had ever heard -f them. One was Dachau, 
anc Oranienburg, and Theresienstadt. All the others I heard here fcr the 
first time. Theresienstadt was an old pe ple's home for Jews, and I believe 
was visited by the International Red Cross, I never heard previ -usly of all the 
ether camps, 

Q Do you know that near Mauthausen there were 33 camps at various 
places, within a comparatively short distance, and 45 camps as to which the 
commandant cidn't give the names because there were s many of them, and in 
the 33 camps there were over a hundred thousand internees? Are you willing 
fo say that in all your j urneys to Fuschl yu never heard of the camps at 
Mauthausen, where a hundred thousand people were shut up? 

A That was entirely unknwwn to me, and I car produce dozens of witnesses 
who can testify to thate 

9 I don't care how many witnesses you produce. I ask you to look at 
that map againg You were a responsible Minister in the Government of that 
eccuntry from lth of February, 1938 till the defeat of Germany in May, 1945, 

a period of seven and a quarter years. are you telling the Tribunal that 
anyone could be a responsible Minister in that country where these hundreds 
f ¢oncentration camps existed and not know anything about them except two? 


* It may be amazing but that is 100 per cent truth. 


Q I suggest to you that it is not only amazing, but that it is so 


incredible that it must be falsee How could you be ignorant of those camps? 
Did you never see Himmler? 


å No, I never saw him about these things. These things were kept 
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entirely secret and I just heard about them here, as to what went on in them, 


and nobody knew what went on in there, that may sound astounding but I am 


positively convinced that most of the menin the dock alsc knew nothing about 
what was going one 

Q We will hear from them in their turn. Did you know that from 
Auschwitz alcne == 


4 I heard of Auschwitz here for the first time, 
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And the German official of Auscritz has sworn in an affidavit that 


~ A +2 
’ deau 


n inthe cam. are you telling the 
ibunal that that happened without you knowing anything about it? 
That was entirely unknown to mee I can state that here on my oath. 


Q Well, now, there is one other subject, which Iwuld like you to deal 


vith, anc here, fortunately, a in t sition of assisting your memory vith 


m | 


some documentsSe It is a question of the partisanse I want you to leck at 
a few decunents, three documents, w ecard to thate 
PRESIDENT: Will you be able te finish toni;ht? 
2 DAVID MAXVELI-FYFE: Yes, I shall, if Your Lordship will allow re 
five minutese That is what I have been trying to doe 

Q Do you asree that you were in favor of the harshest treatment of 

n the cecupiec countries? 
Could you repeat the question? 

Q My question is, would it be a fair way of expressing your point of 
view by saying that you were in favor of the harshest treabment of--I will 
put it first of all--pf p 

know whether 


not recall n 


All right, lo kæ Document D/735, which will be GB 
ssion between you and Count Ciano in the presence of Fiel? i‘arshal 
and Marshal Cavallero in the Fuchrer!s headquarters after breakfast 
‘cenher 19),2 Now, if you will look at pace two, you will see 
passage where F | Marshal Keitel had told the Italian 
entlemen that the "Croatian area was to be eaned up by German and Italia 
tro ps working in cooperation, and this while it was still winter, in view of 
the strong British influence in this arcade The Fuchrer had ceclared that the 
ssirators were to ke ł t out, and that no sentle methods micht 
in: thise ield Marshal Keitel here interjected that every 
hich partisans were found had to be burnt domme Continuing, 
that Roatta must not leave the third 


+ 


the contrary acvance, and this in the closest collaboration 





Fie, ah 00 


H0098 — 00 


with the German troopse In this connection Tield Marshal Keitel requested 


the Italian gentlemen not to regard the utilization Croatian troops 


to help in this cleaning ur 


The Reich Foreign Minister stated in this connecticn that the Croatian Fuchrer 
to whom he had spcken very clearly, was 100 per cent reacy to come to an 
acfeement with Italy." 
Dic that represent your view--that tho "Serbian conspirators should 
burnt out"? 

Please? 

Did that represent your view, that "the Croatian conspirators 
should be burnt out"? 

not know that expressioneg At any rate. 


b] 


it means is that their villages should e razed to the ground 


I say that? ao: N eve 


the Fuehrer's pc 


are you denyin Te- 


At any rate, I ck see here whi Jc anythin: aout partisans, 


you saying that 
don't look at the 
me, is that your 
reneat the question that you want me to answer. 


say that you were not in favor of harsh treatment of 


my opinion that the partisans who attacked the troops in 


the rear should be treated harshly, yes But I believe everyone is of that 


pinion, and every army anc every po 
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Q Just lcok at that, if you deny this attitude to women and children. 
/ 
Iockat the document D/7lile 
My Lord, that will be document D/7Lle The last one is GB 296. 
This is GB 297% My Lord, this will he GB 296, 
Q Will you lok at the ond of thate That is a conference between you 


l Ambassador Alfieri in Berlin on 2 Fe>ruary 1943. The last :ara-raph 


"Continuing, the Reich Foreign !linister emphasized that the ccnditions 
which Reatta's policy hac hel ed to produce in Croatia were causing the 
Fuchrer creat cencerne It was apnrociate:’ onthe German side that Roatta 
wished to spare Italian blood, tut it was believe’ that he was, as it were, 


trying to drive out Satan with Beelzebub by this policye The gans hac to 


ha 
VC 


existence iwperilled the lives of German and Italian men, women and children " 
. 


Do you still say that you did not want harsh treatment of women and 


on my translation. 
oxterminatec, anc that included men, women and children, 
ed existence imeerilled the live f German and Italian men, 
have heen uncer creat 
mente That dic y xOress my i opinii T believe that that has 
been proved by my other acts durinz the ware 
Q I wiil just shcw you one of your cther acts, which will he the 
if the Tribunal will tear with me. It is 2ncument D/740, which 
297e This is a memcrandum of the conversation between tthe Reich 
Minister anc Secretary of State Bastianini inthe presence of 
lors vn fackensen and Alficriat, Klessheim castle on the afterno n of 
of April 1943. If you will lock at the bevinnins, I think you were 
liscussing some strike in Italye 


A 8 
it 


"The Reich Foreicn liinister's supposition that this strike had perhaps 


Å 
beencontrived by British aconts was energetically contested by Bastianinie 


They had been Italian communists, who still existed in Italy. The Reich 
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Foreign liinister replied that, in such a case, only merciless action 


A an 3 
was any good," 


ànd then, after a statement with revarc to the informati M, you says 


"He did not want to discuss Italy, but rather the occupied territorics, 


where it had been shown that one would not cet anywhere with soft methods 
on the endeavor to reach an acreenente The Reich Foreicn linister then 
emphasized his train of thought by a comparison between Denmark and Nc rwaye 
In Norway Lrutal measures had been taken vhich had evoked livoly protests, 
particularly in Swecen.e" And then you go on and after a certain criticism 
of Dre Bestem 


I can't find it; just what page is it on, please? 


The para-rap 4 Reich “inister's supposition that this 
strike has perhaps Seen contrived by British acents".— 

Yes, here it ise 

fell, you sce what I have put to youe You say, "Only merciless 
woul’be any soot. In Norway brutal measures had been takene" Anc at 
sinning of the next paracraph: "In Greece, toc, brutal action would 

be taken if the Greeks got freshe He was of the opinion tt he 
demobilized. Greek Army should be dey ed from Greece with 
an” that the Greeks should be shom in iron mmner who was 
this kind were necessary if one was waginz 
nst Stalin, which was not a gentleman's war but a brutal war of 

extermination," 


And then with regard to France, after some statement about the French 


"Coming back to Greece, the tien Mi mce again 


in the third line of the next paragraph, "The Fuehrer would have to 
ical measures in the occupied territories to mobilize the local labor 
rcder that the American armament potential micht be opposed by 
Do you anree? Does that fairly express your 


view, that you wanted the most severe measures taken in ccupied territories 


mobilize labor to increase the Reich war potential? 
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à I can say the following in regar2 to this documente 


Q 


v 


Well, you can say that, but you can answer my question first. Do 
these views express your view thate- 


No e 


Q severe measures should be taken with foreign labor and with people 


in occupied territories. Does that document express your views? 


Noe 

Then why did you say it? Why did you say these. thincs? 

Because at that time on the comission of the Fuchrer I hac to keep 
italian nose to the crindstone, because the relations between Gernany 
italy werc in complete chaos; an? in the rear areas of the German Army 

were in comlete c onfusiczne 

had to talk very harsh lancuaree. At that time the Italians were 

fighting against German treops, and for this reason I used rather 
harsh lancuase to the Italian diplomat, or rather an exacerated lancuacce 
But things actually were quite different. 
Norway and Greece? You were 


countriese 


in Der 
stuce these harsi which were in part necessary 
other documents. 
n't believe that it is 
take one o ro such statements from the many cocuments 


have been subnitted 1 


rhen you have beenec onfrented with a 


paid 
djncument which attributes tc y me harsh lanruare or the 


saic here you say thet on that occasion you were telling 


that what it comes t hank you very muche 


PRESIDENT: Sir David, dc you have all cf these cocuments in evidence’ 


t DAVID TAX/ELL-FYPE: Yes, 
(The Tribunal adjourned until 2 Apri t 1000 hourse) 





